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Mr. HUNTER. 
Mr. PRATT. 


appropriation has been lessened; I believe I have 


Certainly. 
I can state the reason why this 


done so already. The Secretary of the Interior | 
recommended the appropriation of $11,000 for the | 
repairs of the long bridge over the Potomac, and 
of the Navy-Yard and upper bridges across the 
eastern branch of the Potomac. We all know 
that the question of repairing the Long Bridge is | 
one wed is now agitating the people of this Dis- 
trict. A great portion of the community are op- 
posed to the repair of that bridge. They believe | 
that it destroys the navigation of the Potomac 
river, and they desire to have it taken away. The 
Committee on the District of Columbia, therefore, 
were not disposed to raise on this bill the discus- 
sion of a question of doubtful propriety—one in 
reference to which the people of this District | 
themselves do not agree. or this reason we were 
opposed to inserting in the bill a provision for the 
repair of the Long Bridge; and we propose to ap- | 
ply only that sum which was recommended by 
the Secretary of the Interior to the bridges across 
the Eastern Branch. Noone doubts the necessity 
of repairing them. They have been kept up by || 
Congress for years, and the only question is, 
whether Congress will continue to do that which 
it has undertaken to do? The Secretary has asked 
for an appropriation for this purpose. 
Mr. HUNTER. Did not the Secretary ask 
for both? 
Mr. PRATT. Certainly he did. 
Mr. HUNTER. Then the Senator from Mary- 
land himself discriminates in regard to the Secre- 
tary’s recommendations; he cuts out that which 
relates to Virginia, and selects those items which | 
relate to Maryland. He discriminates, but he 
allows me no such privilege. According to his 
argument the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia is the superior one. It may discriminate, 
but I am not allowed to exercise my own judg- 
ment in regard to those various recommendations. 
Now, sir, suppose we were to follow the plan 
of the Senator from Maryland, and insert in this 
bill all that the Secretary of the Interior has ree- 
ommended as deficiencies for the District of Co- 
lumbia; what an appearance would the bill pre- 
sent? what chance should we have of passing it 
through the other House? We are told that 
there is as much reason for inserting an appro- 
priation for the repairs of bridges over the East- 
ern Branch, as for anything that appears in the 


deficiency bill. As much reason for passing that 
as for passing the Spree to enable our 
Army to move and to subsist in the field! As 


much reason for passing that as for passing the 
cere. to supply deficiencies in the Post | 
Ofhce Department, to enable the mails to be car- 
ried! As much reason for passing that as for 
passing the appropriation for deficiencies for the | 
expenses of the courts, to enable your judiciary | 
system io be executed ! | 

Again, sir, it is not just to say that the Com- 
mittee on Finance claims any superiority when 
it exercises a guardianship over bills committed 
toit. The deficiency bill is committed to the | 
Committee on Finance; the bill is placed under 
its care and guardianship, and for A a reason it 
becomes the duty of that committee to guard it | 
against the admission of improper items. In re- || 
gard to this point the theory is, that appropria- 
tions for objects already provided for by law come | 
within the province of that committee, and new 
subjects come from other committees. Do we 
ever interfere with them in regard to any new 
subjects which they propose? Never, sir; but it 
is our duty to exercise a guardianship over the 
general appropriation bills which are referred to 
us; and if items are brought to the notice of the 
Senate which have not been presented to us, and 
which have not been explained, surely we may || 
be allowed to ask for an explanation of them 
without being supposed to assume any supe~ 
riority over any other committee or over any 
other person. 

A word now in regard to bridges over the |) 
Eastern Branch. Itis not many years since they '! 


AA 





FICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY 


| nation at large. 


TUESDAY, MARCH 25, 1856. 


belonged to private individuals. 
time when they were purchased by the Govern- 
ment. 
whether we are to go on repairing these old 
wooden structures, or whether we are to make 
new and better ones, provided the Government is 
to continue the responsibility of providing bridges 
over the eastern branch of the p 

ee to pass from this District to the State of 
Maryland. 

Mr. BROWN. These estimates were sent to 
us from the Department of the Interior. 
cate copies were sent, one to the Committee on 
Public Buildings, and the other to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia—I presume because 
the Secretary had some doubt as to which commit- 
tee appropriately had jurisdiction on the subject. 
The result has been that the jurisdiction has been 
divided. The Committee on Public Buildings 
took up a portion of the items, and through their 
chairman brought them before the Senate; and in 


I remember the 


I submit that there may be a question | 


otomac river for | 


Dupli- | 


regard to those items reported by the Committee | 


on Public Buildings, I find that my vigilant friend 
from Virginia has interposed no objection. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Mississippi 
is mistaken. I admitted that I had agreed to 
them at first, but after I found the appropriations 
swelling so largely, 1 did endeavor to persuade 
the chairman of that committee, of whicl 
member, to withdraw his amendments, but he did 
notdo so. I then had to content myself with 
voting against them. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator interposed any 
objection at all, it was certainly a very feeble one; 


nature are reported by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, I find that my friend from 
Virginia is exceedingly vigilant, and I think a 
little obstinate in his objection to these appropria- 
tions. Whether or not my friend from Delaware, 


i1lama | 


[Mr. Bayarp,] the chairman of the Committee on | 


Public Buildings, has made himself more agree- 


able to the chairman of the Committee on Finance, | 


and has persuaded him by his skill and ingenuity 
and learning to agree to his appropriations, I 
am not prepared tosay; but it strikes me as some- 


' but now, when other amendments of the same | 


what singular that so much objection should be | 
made to recommendations coming from the Com- | 


mittee on the District of Columbia, and that they 
should be fought with so much earnestness, while 
those coming from another committee are allowed 
to pass with a nominal or mere formal objection. 

hile Ll am no particular advocate for the re- 
pair of these bridges, | must say that all these 


recommendations stand on precisely the same | 


footing. } 
they are embraced in the same list of items; 
they stand in the Senate upon the same author- 
ity. The only difference is, that one portion has 
been recommended by the Committee on Public 
Buildings, and the other by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia, the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
cannot draw a solitary particle of difference be- 
tween the two sets of items, so far as the recom- 
mendation which backs them up is concerned. 


| The first item of recommendation accompanying 


They come from the same Secretary; | 
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Maryland, and especially with Virginia. This 
District forms a connecting link between these 
two States. The committee were opposed to re- 
pairing the old Long Bridge; and for that reason 
they changed the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary, and reduced the amount of appropriation 
from $11,000 to $5,000. I shall probably have 
something to say about the other items accompa- 
nying the same letter, when they come up. 

As a matter of course, | have no interest in 
these appropriations. They do not concern my 
constituents, but they relate to subjects coming 
within the jurisdiction of the committee of which 
I have the honor to be chairman. 

I will only add that, for the life of me, I can 
see no difference to the public, and no difference 


to the Treasury, between putting these items into 


this bill and putting them into another appropria- 


tion bill. I can, however, see good and cogent 
reasons for inserting them in this bill. One of 


the items which will be proposed is a large one 
for improvements on the new part of che Patent 
Office. A small appropriation was allowed to pass 
without objection, of $4,000, to make some im- 
provements in the old part of the building. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is a necessity. 

Mr. BROWN. What necessity ? F hale of 
no particular necessity. We shall have a larger 
item to propose for carrying on the building which 
is not yet completed. These appropriations are 


| necessary now forthe reason which has been stated 


the letter, which was read at the request of my | 


friend from Delaware, was ‘‘ for repairs of the 


Potomac bridge, and the navy-yar¢ 


That included, of course, the repair of the Long 


| Bridge. The Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia—at least a portion, if not ell its members— 
are opposed to repairing that bridge, or expend- 
ing another dollar of the public money upon it. 
It is not only an eyesore to the people of the 
District of Columbia, but is disreputable to the 
It is not a bridge that ought to 
be repaired. 


and upper | 
|| bridges of the eastern branch of the Potomac.”’ 


The Senator from Virginia need have no fear, | 
as he seems to have, that the Old Dominion is | 


to be cut off from communication with this city. 
There is no intention to do so. We propose to 
build a new bridge, to build it at the right place, 
and to bulld it of the proper materials. 


_ of the Government to keep up these bridges. 
I wish || am willing to vote for a proposition authorizing 


time and again, that unless you make the appro- 
priations at this season, they will be in point of 
fact unavailable for twelve months to come. It 
can make no difference to the Treasury whether 
they be inclided in this bill or some other appro- 
priation bill, for there is no difference in the amount 
of money ineither case. I think they ought to be 
inserted here, so that the work can go on in the 
proper working season. I shall not detain the 
Senate, for I repeat what I have already said—l 
have no personal interest in the matter. I only 
wish to carry out what the proper committees 
recommend, 

Mr. ADAMS. _ [ understand this question 
somewhat differently from my colleague and the 
Senator from Maryland. I think that all com- 
mittees stand upon an equality. The character 
or standing of a committee does not depend on the 
approval or disapproval of its recommendations 
by the Senate. tn my judgment, committees are 
appointed for the purpose of furnishing inform- 
ation; and confidence is to be bestowed on all 
their investigations; but that does not preclude 
individual Senators from examining their recom- 
mendations. 

I differ from my colleague when he speaks of 
this proposition as standing on an equality with 
all the other recommendations made by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 1 understand that it is the 
duty of the Senate to give to the recommenda- 
tions of the heads of Departments the weight to 
which, in its judgment, they may be entitled. A 
Secretary may send in a long list of recommenda- 
tions, and the Senate may approve, on its own 
judgment, of portions of those recommendations, 
and disapprove the residue. If I had no other 
reason for voting in favor of an appropriation 
here but the mere recommendation of a Secretary, 
aside from my own judgment of its propriety, I 
should never vote for one. Nor, sir, do I think 
that the reflection which has been cast on the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance is justi- 
fied. He recommended the carrying out of 
contracts and obligations of the Government 
towards its officers. This appropriation, as the 
Senator from Maryland himself says, is for the 
convenience of the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia and the State of Maryland. It is assumed 
that the Federal Government must pay all the 
expense of keeping up these bridges, but not a 
word has been said, either by the Secretary of 
the Interior, or by those Senators who have ad- 
vocated the amendment, to show the obligation 
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the District of Columbia to be connected with || the people of the District of Columbia, if they 
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keep up these bridges, which admittedly are for || hands, and became the property of the Jnited 


their convenience and benefit. 
would induce me, without any other reason, to | 
vote against the appropriation. 

While I have attempted to say a word in de- | 
fense of the course pursued by the chairman of | 
the Committee on Finance, I must remark that, | 
in my judgment, the appropriation for the water- | 
works, which he has allowed to be inserted in the 
bill, is as objectionable as any other which has 
been proposed, Nearly all the difficulties which 
we had in passing the deficiency bill at the last 
Congress, if I recollect aright, grew out of that 
provision, All the difficulty that we shall have 
now, if we have any contest with the other HLlouse, 


will grow out of the fact, that appropriations for | 


the water-works are foreed on every occasion 
when they ean be inserted in a deficiency or any 
other bill. I have voted against propositions of 
that nature, and I shall vote against the passage of 
any bill containing them. 

Mr. BAYARD. I rise merely to read an 
extract from the annual report of the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings to the Secretary of the | 
Interior, which I think gives a suflicient reason | 
why this appropriation should be made, and 
made at the present time. I have already stated 
the reason why this recommendation did not 
come before the committee of which | am chair- 
man. It was owing to a mistake in the trans- | 
mission of the list of recommendations. ‘The 


amendment has now come from the Committee | 


on the District of Columbia. The language of 
the Commissioner is: 


“The bridges across the Potomac and its eastern branch 
are in a very bad condition, and stand in need of extensive 
repairs to render them safe. The caps and stringers are 
much decayed, and require incessant vigilance to guard 
against serious accident. The flooring is soon worn out, 
and hence there is a frequent necessity for replacing it; 
$11,000 will not be more than necessary to render them | 
sale.’ 

I am bound to presume that you place reason- | 
abie confidence in the statement of facts made by 
your oflicers who have the superintendence of the 
works with which they are charged. In this 
case, it appears, from the report of the proper 
officer, that there is an immediate necessity for 
this appropriation. He says—what we all know 
——that wooden bridges will constantly decay; and 
he shows conclusively that these structures are 
in an unsafe condition, and will be liable to result 
in injury, unless you appropriate a sum of money 
to keep them in repair. My honorable friend | 
from Maryland has stated the reason why the | 
appropriation recommended by the Secretary has | 
been reduced. It is because one of the bridges 
mentioned by him is not included in the amend- 
ment. 

[ think it is very proper to insert this amend- 
ment in the deficiency bill. I presume honor- | 
able Senators who oppose it would regret very 
much if, in consequence of the want of an appro- | 
priation for the repair of these bridges, an acci- 
dent should occur, causing the loss of life. 
Government owns the bridges, and has assumed | 
the duty of repairing them. I think, then, it is | 
incumbent on us to provide for repairing them, 
a‘ such time and in such manner as will promote 
the safety of those who pass over them. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, the Senator | 
from Mississippi [Mr. Apams] has supposed that 
there is a great defect in the request for the pas- 
sage of this appropriation, because the Secretary 
of the Interior has not stated what obligation 
rests on the Government of the United States to 
keep these bridges in repair. Now, I apprehend 
that the reason why the Secretary has not argued 
that point in his report is, because he presumed 
the members of the Senate were cognizant of the 
existing law, and were aware of the obligation 


This admission || 


States, the Government assuming by the purchase 
to keep up this highway between the different 
parts of the District, and which also serves to con- 
nect the District with Maryland. Thisis the origin 
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of the obligations imposed upon the Government; | 
and | apprehend that, on this statement, the | 


reasoning of my friend from Mississippi must fail. 
Mr. ADAMS. The same argument would 
apply to the Long Bridge connecting the District 


| with Virginia. With all due respect to my friend | 
from Maryland, I must say that I still remain | 
unsatisfied of the obligation resting on the Gov- | 


ernment to repair these bridges. Because the 


| Government thought proper to purchase them 


for the convenience of the citizens of Maryland 


and of the District of Columbia, I do not see that | 


it brought upon itself the obligation of continuing, 
in all time to come, to keep them up. I am now 
better satisfied as to my position than I was be- 
fore. 


The question being taken on the amendment, | 


there were, on a division—ayes 15, noes 10, no 
quorum voting. 
Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


FIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, arch 19, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
LAND DISTRICTS IN MINNESOTA. 


Prayer 


Mr. THORINGTON, from the Committee on | 


Public Lands, reported a bill to explain the act 


approved the 12th of April, 1854, entitled ‘* An | 
act to establish additional land districts in the 
which was read a first | 


‘Territory of Minnesota;”’ 


and second time, referred to the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to || 


be printed. 
ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled | 


Bills, reported as correctly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 


An act to define the jurisdiction of the district | 
and cireuit courts of the United States for the | 


| district of East Tennessee. 


The || 


which the Congress of the United States had | 


taken on themselves years ago, and to carry out 
which they had made annual appropriations for 
a long time past. 


I presume he supposed every | 


Senator was aware of these facts, without his re- || 


iterating in his report that this was in conse- 

guence of a law passed in such a year. 
I will give the history of this matter, and refer 

jt to the judgment of my friend from Mississippi: | 


Many years ago these bridges were built by pri- || 


vate corporations, and tolls were paid on them. 


trom Virginia—they were bought by the Federal 


if 
| 
it 
i 


Some time ago—within the memory of my friend | 


KANSAS ELECTION, 

The House then proceeded to the regular order 
of business, being the consideration of the reso- 
lution reported by the Committee of Elections in 
reference to the Kansas contested election. 

Mr. BOWIE (who was entitled to the floor) 
addressed the House in opposition to the resolu- 
tion for one hour. His speech is withheld for 


revision, at his request, and will be published in | 


the Appendix. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
previous question. 
Mr. McMULLIN. 
Maine to withdraw the demand for ten minutes. 
Mr. WASHBURN. [I should be very glad to 


I demand the 


the unanimous understanding of the House yes- 
terday that the previous question should be called 
to-day at one o'clock. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to submit a few 


remarks which will not consume more than ten | 


minutes, 


Mr. WASHBURN. With the understanding 


I ask the gentleman from | 


|, accommodate my friend from Virginia, but it was | 





Sen Penna I do not feel at liberty to withdraw | 


the demand, though | am very sorry I cannot do 
it. 
Mr. McMULLIN. 
Mr. ALLISON, I ask the gentleman from 
Maine to withdraw the demand for me for a few 
moments. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Isee that I shall be obliged | 


to withdraw for one if I do for another, and that | 


I shall be called upon from all sides of the House; 


and for that reason I decline to yield to the gen- | 


tleman from Virginia, or to any one. 
Mr. BOYCE. I would suggest that whoever 


desires to speak upon this question shall have the 


privilege, by unanimous consent, of printing his 
remarks. 

Cries of ** Agreed !’’ ‘* Agreed !’"} 

ir. McMULLIN. I move to lay the whole 


I will renew the demand. 
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t. They were taken out of private | subject upon the table; and upon that ; demand 


the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I call for tellers upon the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The question then recurs 
upon the motion to lay the whole subject upon 
the table. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I am appealed to on aly 
sides of the House to withdraw the motion to lay 
upon the table, and I do so. 

The previous question was then seconded; and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. HICKMAN, availing himself of the priv- 
ilege accorded him by the rules, as the member 
of the Committee of Elections who reported the 
resolution, addressed the House foran hour. He 
has withheld his speech for revision. It will be 


| printed in the Appendix. 





The SPEAKER. The first question before the 
House is upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Bennertr,]| to recommit the res. 
olution reported by the Committee of Elections, 
with the following instructions: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections, in examining 


and judging of ** the elections, returns, and qualifications” 
of persons claiming to have been elected Representatives of 


| States, or Delegates of Territories which have been duly 


organized by Congress, shall exclude from their considera. 
tion the claims of all persons who fail to show that the elee- 
tion under which they claim to have been elected a Repre- 
sentative or Delegate was held in pursuance of the laws of 
the State or Territory sought to be represented by such 
claimant or claimants, or was elected in pursuance of a law 
of the United States for the government of such election, 

Resolved further, That in the opinion of this House no 
Representative of a State of the Union, and no Delegate of 
a ‘Territory organized by Congress, can rightfully be admit- 
ted to a seat inthis House except in pursuance of law. 

Resolved further, That the Committee of Elections are 
hereby instructed to pursue their investigations in accord- 
ance wiih the foregoing principles. 

Mr. DUNN. Is it in order to move that the 
motion to recomntrit, as a preliminary question, 
be laid upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 

The question was taken; and the motion to 
recommit was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Indi- 


| ana, [Mr. Dunn,] as an amendment to the amend- 


ment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi, 
{[Mr. Bennetr.] The Committee of Elections 
report the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections, in the con- 


| tested-election case from the Territory of Kansas, be, and 


are hereby, empowered to send for persons and papers, and 
to examine Witnesses upon oath or aflirmation. 


The gentleman from Mississippi proposes to 
amend by substituting the following: 


Resolved, That Joseph H. Bradley and Sidney S. Baxter, 
Exqs., of the city of Washington, be, and they are hereby, 
appointed commissioners for and on behalf of this House, 
to take depositions and obtain process by taking copies of 
all such documents as may be desired by either party, or 
their agents or attorneys, in regard to the contested seat of 
Hon. Mr. Whitfield, as Delegate tor Kansas, under the peti- 
tion of Hon. Mr. Reeder; that said Bradley and Baxter be, 
and they are hereby, clothed with full power to adopt ali 
needful means to elicit clear and full proof upon all points 
which the parties respectively may submit to them as facts 
they, or either of them, desire to establish or controvert; 


| that they shall give to the parties respectively written aud 


reasonable notice of the time and place at which they will 
be ready to proceed in taking such depositions, and may 
adjourn the same to other times and places as, in their judg- 
ment and discretion, will tend to the full and perfect elicit- 
ing of the truth touching all such controverted matters ; and 
that, when they shall bave completed their labors, they 
report the same to this House. 


The gentleman from Indiana proposes to amend 
the amendment by striking outall after the words, 
** Resolved, That,’’ and inserting as follows: 


A committee of three of the members of this House, to 
be appointed by the Speaker, shail proceed to inquire into, 
and collect evidence in regard to the troubles in Kansas gen- 
erally, and particularly in regard to any fraud or force at- 
tempted or practiced in reference to any of the elections 
which have taken place in said ‘l'erritory, either under the 
law organizing said Territory, or under any pretended law 
which may be alleged to have taken effect therein since. 
That they shall fully investigate and take proof of all vio- 
lent and tumultuous proceedings in said Territory, at any 
time since the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska act, whether 
engaged in by residents of said Territory, or by any person 
or persons from elsewhere going into said Territory, and 
doing, or encouraging others to do, any act of violence or 
public disturbance against the laws of the United States, or 
the rights, peace, and safety of the residents of said Ter- 
ritory : and for that purpose said committee shall have full 
power to send for, and examine and take copies of all such 
papers, public records and proceedings as in their judgment 
will be useful in the premises; and, also, to send for per- 
sons, and examine them on oath, or affirmation, as to mat- 


‘\ ters within their knowledge, touching the matters of said 
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investigation ; and said committee, by their chairman, shall 
have power to administer all necessary oaths or affirmations 
connected with their aforesaid duties. 

Resolved further, That said committee may hold their 
investigations at such places and times as to them may seem 
advisable, and that they have leave of absence from the 
dunes of this House until they shall have completed such 
investigation. That they be authorized to employ one or 
more clerks, and one Or more assistant sergeaits-at-arms, 
to aid them in their investigation; and may administer to 
them an oath Or affirmation faithfully to perform the duties 
assigned to them, respectively, and to Keep secret all mat- 
ters which may come to their knowledge touching such 
jnvestigation as said committee shall direct, until the report 
of the same shall be submitted to this House ; and said com- 
mittee may discharge any such clerk, or assistant sergeant- 
ut-arms, for neglect of duty or disregard of instructions in 
the premises, and employ others under like regulations. 

Resolved further, That if any person shall in any manner 
obstruct or hinder said committee, or attempt so to do, in 
their said investigation, or shall refuse to attend on said 
committee, and to give evidence when summoned for that 
purpose, or shall retuse to produce any paper, book, public 
record, or proceeding in their possession or control, to said 
committee when so required, or shall make any disturbance 
where said committee is holding their sittings, said comunit- 
tee may, if they see fit, cause any and every such person to 
be arrested by said assistant sergeant-at-arms, and brought 
before this House to be dealt with as for a contempt. 

Resolved further, That for the purpose of defraying the 
expenses of said commission, there be, and hereby is, ap- 
propriated the sum of $10,000, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of this House. 

Resolved further, That the President of the United States 
be, and is hereby, requested to furnish to said committee, 
should they be met with any serious opposition by bodies 
of lawless men in the discharge of their duties aforesaid, 
such aid, from any military force as may at the time be 
convenient to them, as may be necessary to remove such 
opposition, and enable said committee without molestation 
to proceed with their labors. 

Resolved further, That when said committee shall have 
completed said investigation, they report all the evidence 
s0 collected to this House. 


The question is on the 
amendment. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to permit me to introduce an 
additional resolution. 

Mr. PHELPS, Mr. RICHARDSON, and oth- 
ers, objected. 

Mr. ORR. I understand the Chair to announce 
that the vote first to be taken is upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Duny.] 
Now, if that proposition was entertained by the 
Chair asa substitute for the original proposition, 
I submit that the vote must first be taken upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. Bennetr,] which is an amendment 
to the resolution reported by the Committee of 
Elections. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana was not entertained by the 
Chair as a substitute for the original resolution. 
The Chair understood, and so stated, the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Indianaas an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Bennett.) 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The resolutions of 
the gentleman from Indiana were offered as a 
substitute for the original resolution reported by 
the Committee of Elections. 

The SPEAKER. They were not so enter- 
tained by the Chair. 

Mr. ORR. As the question row stands, then, 
the first vote is to decide whether the House will 
take the proposition of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana in lieu of that of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. Bennett.} 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands it. 

Mr. ORR. If that proposition should be 
adopted, the question will then arise on adopting 
the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana in 
lieu of the resolution reported by the Committee 
of Elections. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands it. 

Mr. ORR. The first vote, then, is between the 
two amendments. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SMITH. I understood the gentleman 
from Indiana to offer his proposition as a sub- 
stitute for the original resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It was not entertained as a 
substitute, but as an amendment to an amend- 
ment; and the Chair so stated it to the House. 

Mr. SNEED. I would inquire whether, if the 
House adopt the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana, it will not then be necessary to vote 
upon that as a substitute for the original resolu- 
thon? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. ORR. If the proposition of the gentleman 


amendment to the 
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| from Indiana be adopted then, no vote can be 
| taken upon the proposition of the gentleman from 
| Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. That will have been passed 
upon in the first instance. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
yose, Want to understand what we are doing, and 
aaa we are voting. As I understand it, the 





All of us, I sup- | 


ESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| question now before the House to be first voted | 


upon is between the amendment first offered by 


the gentleman from Mississippi, which is to send | 


commissioners to Kansas, and the proposition of 
the gentleman from Indiana, which is to send a 
committee of this House there. 
The SPEAKER. That is the first question. 
Mr. JONES. If the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana be adopted, the question 
| will then be upon adopting the amendment of the 


gentleman from Mississippi as amended, in lieu | 


of the resolution reported by the Committee of 
Elections. 


The SPEAKER. That will be the question. 


ately before the House is between sending a com- 
mission out to Kansas, and sending a committee 
| to be appointed by the Speaker of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands 
it. The Chair will state the question so that it 
| can be understood by the House. The question 
is upon striking out the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the proposition offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana. Upon this question the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Duwn’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and it was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 104, nays 91; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barelay, 
| Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 


| shaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Ezra 


Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Em- 
rie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Tho 
mas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, 
| Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mill 
| ward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Nor- 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
| Robbins, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
| Spinner,. Stranahan, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
| Watson, Welch, Whitney, Woodruff, and Wvodworth 
—104. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bo- 
| cock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R.W. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Edimundson, Elliott, 
English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Goode, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Samp- 


ton, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, 
| Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Max- 
| well, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Miilson, Morde- 
cai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Quit- 


Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Wil 
| liam R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, 
Trippe, Underwood, Vai!, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wat 
kins, Wheeler, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer 
| —91. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
| agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. QUITMAN said: Mr. Speaker, Mr. 
|Barxspate, called home by the illness of his 
child, has paired off with Mr. Rosson. 


paired off with a gentleman from New York, who, 


| that which he would give if he were present. 
Mr. HERBERT stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Denver, had paired off. 
Mr. ETHERIDGE said that he had paired off 


Mr. COLFAX stated that his colleague, Mr. 
| Hottoway, had paired off with Mr. Srepuens. 
Mr. KEITT stated that he had paired off with 
| Mr. Perron. 

Mr. BISHOP stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Pewnincton, had paired off with Mr. Rust. 


called) said: Mr. Speaker, it is known to the 
| House and the country that J am utterly opposed 
‘to this proposition in all its forms. While this 


Washburn, | 


Mr. BENSON said: My colleague, Mr. Woon, || ard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 


who is unavoidably absent from the city, has || Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 


on this question, would cast a vote different from | 


with Mr. Tuurston, or he should have voted no. | 


Mr. JONES. ‘The proposition now immedi- | 


Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin,Cumback, || 
Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, | 


Ritchie, | 


son W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hofiman, Hous- | 


man, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, | 





Mr. GREENWOOD (when his name was | 


| 
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House has the power to judge of the qualifica- 


| tions, elections, and returns of its members, it 


certainly does not have the power to go behind 
the law enacted by the Legislature of Kansas, fix- 
ing the time and manner of electing a Delegate to 
Congress, for the purpose of inquiring whether 
the Legislature was properly elected or not. If 
this House ever had the power, which I deny, 
Congress gave the Governor of that Territory 
the power to pass upon the returns and qualifi- 
cations of the members elected to the Territorial 
Legislature; and when he passed upon the ques- 
tion, the door was forever closed against an in- 
quiry by this House. The Territorial Legisla- 
ture also possessing the same power, and having 
acted upon the qualification and election of the 
members of that body, cannot be inquired into 
by this House. The House may purge the polls 
of all illegal votes, if any given, and report the 
true number of legal votes given for the different 


| candidates voted for, and thus determine who 


received the highest number of legal votes. Mr. 
Speaker, | cannot vote upon the pending ques- 
tion, having paired off with the honorable gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kunxet,] he bein 
in favor of the report of the committee, and 
being opposed to it in all its forms, as well as the 
pending amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Purviance, had paired off with Mr. Cutren. 

Mr. VAIL stated that Mr. Wiuams had 
paired off with Mr. Woop. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, stated that 
his colleague, Mr. Wricut, had paired off with 
Mr. A.sricur. 

Mr. CULLEN stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Purviance. 

After the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said: The effect of the 
vote just taken is to reject the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. That has been stricken out 
by the vote of the House, 

Mr. COBB. The only propositions now before 
the House are the resolution of the committee 
and the resolutions of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana; and as, in my judgment, there is no prop- 
osition before us which ought to be adopted, I 
move to lay the whole subject upon the table; 
and on that motion demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 93, nays 100; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Bell, Hendley 8. Ben- 
nett, Boceck, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson it. W. Cobb, 
Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Augustus Hall, J. 
Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Hoffman, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Leteher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Samuel S. Marshali, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, 
Porter, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruf- 
fin, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
Wiliam Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, 
Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Waiker, 
Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ailison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buftinton, Burlingame, James ii. Campbell, Lewia 
1D. Campbell, Chafiee, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, ‘Tim- 
othy Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Dur- 
fee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, 
Hickman, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 


Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichois, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Simmous, Spinner, Stranahan, Thorington, 
Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbrigge, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
srael Washburn, Watson, Welch, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—100. 

So the House refused to lay the whole subject 
upon the table. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. GALLOWAY stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Eustis. 

The question recurred on Mr, Bennerr’s 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The question 








now is upon the adoption of the amendment of | Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, 


the gentemanérom Indiana in lieu of the original 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. 
question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
will be adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana is voted down, 
does that adopt the original resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. JONES. The amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana has been adopted in lieu of the 
amendment of the gentleman hoes Mississippi. 
The question now is on the amendment as 


That is substantially the 


amended; after that, another vote must be taken | 


before anything is adopted finally. 

The SPEAKER. There are two votes to be 
taken; first, on the amendment, and then on the 
resolution. 

Mr. SEWARD. Is it in order to divide the 
question, and to take the vote first on striking 
out? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. : 

The question was then taken; and it was 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 111, nays 81; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Measrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, Henry | 


Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buflinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Win- 
ter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Gal- 


| 


! 


I hope the amendment | 


I object to debate. ! 
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loway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, | 
Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, | 


Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kilian Maler, 
Miliward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 


Norton, Andrew Oliver, Paine, Parker, Pettit, Pike, Porter, | 
Pringle, Ready, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, | 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanahan, Thoring- | 
ton, Todd, ‘T'ratton, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Wade, | 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- | 
burne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 


Weich, Whitney, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicofier 
—Ilil. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Bell, Hendley 8. Bennett, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, 
Jadwaiader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson RK. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Crawlord, Davidson, Dowdell, Edinundson, Eliott, 
English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, ‘Thomas J. D. 
Futier Goode, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Her- 
bert, Hoffman, Houston, George Ww. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 


Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Samuel | 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miler, | 


Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quit 
man, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage. Sew- 
ard, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, 
Vail, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Winslow, and 
John V. Wright—81. 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The question recurring upon agreeing to the 
resolution as amended, 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, called for the yeas 


and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 101, nays 93; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, Henry 
Benaett, Benson, Billinghburst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 


Brenton, Bufiinton, Burlingame, James I. Campbell, Lewis | 


D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clayk, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Cevode, Cragin, Cumback, Daimrell, Tium- 
othy Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durtee, 
Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Mar- 











Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, 


Watkins, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, John V. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—93. 

So the resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BOWIE said: Am I now voting upon the | 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, which | 
allows all kinds of testimony to be taken? 

[Cries of ** Order!” * order !””} | 


The SPEAKER. 


It is not in order to charac- | 


| terize the resolution. 


Mr. BOWIE. Then I vote no. 


off with Mr. Kuwnxev. : 
Mr. WASHBURN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to, and | 


; . j ide 1 . 
also moved to ot the motion to reconsider upon |) ponpinted. 


the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to withdraw from the Court of 


Claims the papers in the case of Mrs. Ruhama || 


| and Rebecca Whitaker, and that the same be re- 
' ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 





It was so ordered. 

And then, on motion by Mr. BOYCE, (at three | 
o’clock and fifty minutes,) the House adjourned | 
until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 








Tuurspay, March 20, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. | 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


| 
| 
IN SENATE. | 
| 
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ESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| ascertain and re 


| 


| 
| 


} 


/ to amend the * 





ort the propriety of referring jt 
tothecourt. therefore present the petition, and 
move its reference to the Committee on Claims 
with instructions to report to the Senate the pro- 
priety of sending it to the Court of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BOUNTY LAND BILL. 
Mr. FOOT. By direction of the Committee on 
Public Lands, I report back the bill (H. R. No, 8) 
ct in addition to certain acts 
granting bounty land to certain officers and goj- 
diers who have been engaged in the military service 


Mr. GREENWOOD stated that he had paired || °f the United States,” approved March 3, 1855, 


with several amendments, and with a recom. 
mendation that it be passed. As there has been 
some slight modification of the original amend. 
ments, I amalso directed to move thatthe bill bg 


he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FOOT. I also give notice of the intention 
of the committee to call for the consideration of 
the bill on Monday next. 

PAPER WITHDRAWN. 

Mr. FOSTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the legal representatives of Rhoda Lewis, 


|| widow of Seth Lewis, of the State of Connecticut, be per- 


| mitted to withdraw from the files of the Senate the original 


| 


| 


Mr. BIGLER presented papers in support of || 


the claim of the heirs of Thomas Jordan, a pay- 
master in the revolutionary army, to arrears of 
pension; which were referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. WELLER presented the petition of Brevet 
Colonel John L. Gardner, of the United States 
Army, praying for an amendment of the act of 
April 24, 1816, in respect to the forage allowance; 


| which was referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. FISH presented a memorial of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of New York, praying for the 
adoption of measures forthe protection of Amer- | 
ican commerce against piracies in the shallow 
bays and watersalong the China coast; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I present 
a memorial of citizens of New Jersey bordering 
on the sea-coast, who served as volunteers during 


| the war of 1816, under the direction of the State, | 


| with the enemy. They ask that parol testimony 


and were in actual service and engaged in battle 


may be received to prove their service, and that 
they may be placed on the same footing with other | 


| volunteers in the service of the United States. [| 


neon, Haven, Hickman, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. || 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, | 
Knowlton,Knox, gs Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meach- | 


am, Killian Miller, M 


tiward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, | 


Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Olver, Parker, | 


Pottit, Pike, Pringle, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stranahan, Thoring- 
ton, Todd, Tratt 


burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth—101. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Bell, Hendley 8. Bennett, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwatader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Crawtord, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Dow- 
dell, Edmundson, Elliot, English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, 

nee, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, - Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hoffinan, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Ken- 
nett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexan- 
der K. Marshall, Humphre Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, 
Quituan, Ready, -Rieaud, Richardson, Rutlin, Sandidge, 


on, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, || 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellibu B. Wash- | 


| 


| 
| 
| 


| 


move its reference to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


The motion was agreed to. 
REFERENCES TO THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. SEWARD. Yesterday I presented to the | 
Senate a memorial of Oscar Piter, praying for 
compensation for property destroyed in the bom- | 
bardment of Greytown. I did not scrutinize the 
paper carefully, but I am now informed by the | 
Secretary that the memorial appears on its face | 
to have come from a foreigner. As the under- | 
standing here is that foreigners should address 
the Government through the President of the | 
United States, and not through the legislative | 
poaeeane preséntation of the petition was izregu- | 
ar. 
sideration of the order by which that petition was | 
referred to the Court of Claims, and that the pe- | 
tition be returned to the petitioner. 

The motions were agreed to. 


Mr. STUART. [hold in my hand the petition 
of Benjamin Lanflant, praying for compensation 
for property destroyed by the enemy during the 
last war with Great Britain. He wishes to have 
his claim referred to the Court of Claims. The 


practice in this body has not been established on | 


| 


this subject, but it strikes me that it is more ap- | 
poem that the petition in the first place should 
referred to a committee, with instructions to 





} 


| certificate of membership in the Cincinnati Seciety granted 


Seth Lewis, and now with Rhoda Lewis’s petition on the 
files: Provided, That a certified copy thereof be placed 
with the petition and papers aforesaid. 

DOCUMENTS FOR THE CHIEF ENGINEER. 


Mr. WELLER. 
tion: 

Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Senate to furnish the office of the chief engineer of the 
Army with fifty copies of the reports, charts, maps, and 
other documents which may be prepared and sent by that 


I offer the following resolu- 


| Office to the Senate from time to time, and published by 


1] 


, how. 


their order. 

1 ask for the consideration of the resolution 
It is recommended by the Secretary of 
War to furnish the chief of the engineer depart- 
ment with a copy of the reports and maps coming 


| from that office, for the purpose of being distrib- 
_ uted among the officers of that corps. 





Mr. STUART, Is it prospective? 
Mr. WELLER. Entirely. 
‘The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 
GADSDEN TREATY. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 


| agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate whether the boundary line between the United 
States and Mexico has been surveyed, marked, and estab- 
lished, as required by the third article of the treaty between 
the two Governments of June 30, 1853; and whether the 
$3,000,000 stipulated to be paid to Mexico “ as soon as the 
boundary line shall be surveyed, marked, and established,” 
have been paid, or any part thereof; and if so, how much, 
to whom, and under what circumstances. 


FRAUDS ON THE REVENUE. 
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, as this day 


has been assigned to the Senator from Illinois, 
{Mr. cereal and I do not propose to interfere 
with him, I shall not call for the consideration of 
the deficiency bill now; and therefore, I propose 
that we take up at once the bill on which he is 
to deliver his remarks. I understand he is ready 
to go on. 

Mr. JAMES. I hope the honorable Senator 
from Virginia will give way for a few moments, 
in order to allow me to introduce a bill of which 


| previous notice has been given, with a view to its 
reference to the Committee on Finance. 


Leave was granted to introduce the bill, the 


P | title of which is, **A bill to prevent frauds on the 
I therefore ask leave to move for the recon- || 


revenue, and for other purposes. ’”’ 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand the Senator de- 
sires to submit some remarks on that subject; I 
do not wish to interfere with him, but there may 
be a question of jurisdiction. I only wish it to 
be understood that that question is not decided. 
I shall not object to the first reading of the bill; 
but I must object to its reference to any com- 
mittee now. 

Mr. JAMES then addressed the Senate in ex- 
lanation ot the bill. His speech will be pub- 
ished in the Appendix. 

The bill was read the first time, and ordered to 

a second reading. 
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ADMISSION OF LADIES. 
Mr. HALE. 


motion which [ know will require the unanimous 
consent of the body, but to which f hope there 
will be no objection. It is well known that the 
subject on which the honorable Senator from IIli- 
nois intends to speak is one which excites univer- 
sal attention in the country—an attention which 
js not entirely engrossed by that sex which has 
the right of suffrage. The ladies feel greatly 
interested not only in the subject, but, under the 
»eculiar circumstances of the case, in the orator. 
} rise, therefore, to ask the unanimous consent 
that the ladies who are waiting in the ante-cham- 
ber may be admitted to the floor of the Senate. 
| hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am sorry to interpose ob- 
jection, but I think we had better adhere to our 
rules. 

The PRESIDENT. Ifthe Senator objects, the 


motion cannot be received. 


KANSAS AFFAIRS. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, (S. No. 172,) reported from the Committee 
on Territories, to authorize the people of the 





Territory of Kansas to form a constitution and | 


State government, preparatory to their admission 
into the Union, when they have the requisite 
population. 

It provides that whenever it shall appear, by 
a census to be taken under the direction of the 
Governor, by authority of the Territorial Legis- 


Jature, that Kansas contains 93,420 inhabitants, | 


(that being the number required by the present 
ratio of representation for a member of Congress, ) 
the Legislature may provide for the election of 
delegates to assemble in convention to form a 
constitution and State government, preparatory 


to their admission into the Union on an equal | 


footing with the original States in all respects 


whatsoever, by the name of the Sratre or Kavy- | 


sas, with the following boundaries: Beginning on 
the western boundary of the State of Missouri 
where the thirty-seventh parallel of north latitude 
crosses it, thence west on that parallel to the one 
hundred and third meridian of longitude, thence 
north to the fortieth parallel of latitude, thence 
east to the western boundary of the State of 
Missouri, thence southward to the place of begin- 
ning. 

The convention is to be composed of delegates 
from each representative district within the limits 
of the proposed State, and each district is to elect 
double the number of delegates to which it may 
be entitled to representatives in the Territorial 


Legislature; and at the election of delegates, all 
; ’ > ’ | 


white male inhabitants, who shall have arrived 
at the age of twenty-one years, and shall have 
been actual residents in the Territory for the 
period of six months, and in the district for the 
period of three months preceding the day of elec- 
tion, and who shall possess the other qualifica- 
tions required by the organic act of the Territory, 
shall be entitled, and none others shall be permit- 
ted, to vote at that election. 

It proposes to offer to the convention of the 
pons of Kansas, when formed, for their free 
acceptance or rejection, the usual propositions 
made to a new State on its admission in refer- 
ence to the public domain, the grant of lands for 
schools, a university, and public buildings, and 
salt springs. 

Mr. DOUGLAS addressed the Senate for two 
hours and a half in explanation of the bill, and 
on the general subject of the recent disturbances 
in Kansas. His speech, which will be published 
hereafter, was also a defense of the report of the 
majority of the committee, a reply to the report 
of the minority, and an animadversion on the 
recent speech and course of his colleague, {Mr. 
TrumBuLt.] The speech will appear in the Ap- 
pendix 

Mr. COLLAMER obtained the floor. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to ask my honorable 
friend from Vermont whether it is his desire to 
en to-day, or at some future day? It is now 
ate, 

Mr. COLLAMER. Iam prepared to speak 
now if necessary; but I will act according to the 
wish of the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. When will the Senator de- 
sire to speak? 











a 





| 


Mr. COLLAMER. I believe Monday and 


e “ | . - . 
Mr. President, I rise to make a || Tuesday have already been assigned for special | 


| 


| orders, or else I should name one of those days. 


orable Senator | will move that this subject be 
postponed until Wednesday next, and be made 
| the special order for that day. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. SEWARD. Before that motion is put, I 
ask unanimous consent (and I call the attention 
, of the honorable Senator from Illinois to it) to lay 

on the table informally, and have printed, a sub- 
stitute which I intend to offer for the bill of the 
Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 

| objection to that. 
The substitute was laid on the table informally, 
and ordered to be printed; and the question was 


ject until Wednesday next. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before that question is 
disposed of, | desire to saya few words. As the 
Senator from Vermont will be entitled to the floor 
when the subject comes up again, and some re- 
marks have fallen from my colleague [Mr. Dove- 

| Las] which I think should receive a reply at my 
hands, I prefer doing it now, as | can conclude in 
a few moments all that I wish to say in response 
| to his lengthy speech. 
I rejoice, sir, that in the discussion to-day a 


better spirit has been manifested than we wit- | 


nessed when this subject was last before us. My 

wishes are, that discussion should be so conducted 

as to avoid any allusions of a personal character. 
_ If this had been done by my colleague, his speech 

might have gone outunanswered. Asitis, i have 
a few words to say. 

To the argument of the Senator’s speech, and 
his assault on the minority report, | have no reply 
to make. That matter is in the hands of the 
Senator from Vermont, who is capable of defend- 
ing it; he needs no assistance from me. But to 
| those personal allusions which concern me, and 

me alone, I prefer now, before this subject passes 
_ from the consideration of the Senate, to pay my 
| respects. 


A complaint is made, and a serious one, that | 


the courtesies of debate were violated—that par- 
liamentary usage was set aside by me in order to 
assail the Senator’s report. All | wish to say on 
that point is to give a plain statement of facts. 
The report, after it was made, was in the hands 


| of a committee over which I had no control—the | 


| Committge on Printing. They brought it before 
' the Senate without my knowledge, and it was 
about to pass from the consideration of the Senate 
when I rose to make my remarks. Is it discourt- 
| eous, is it unparliamentary, when a subject is in- 
| troduced before the Senate and the vote is about 
to be taken on it, for any member of the Senate 
to discuss that question? Why, sir, in whata 
condition shall we be placed if an individual Sen- 
ator is to say when another Senator shall or shall 
| not speak! ‘* Upon what meat’’ does my col- 
| league feed, that he is to fix the time and the place 
and the occasion when remarks are to be made 
on a subject legitimately before the Senate, and 
without the coéperation of the person desiring to 
be heard upon it? I recognize no such right in 
that Senator or any other to determine when a 
matter which has been brought officially before 
the Senate, which has been presented to us by a 
committee, shall be spoken of, and when it shall 
not. And, sir, what was the fact about this re- 
port of my colleague ? In advance of its delivery 
to the Senate it was sent to the city of New York, 
published in the papers there, scattered broad- 
cast throughout the land; not accompanied by 
the minority report—no, sir, but alone. Were 
we to wait until my colleague should think proper 
to come into the Senate with the bill which he 
told us he was going to present? That would 
leave it entirely within his power to delay the 
discussion for a month or two months. He and 
his friends have the control of the committee. 
True, he had given some assurance that he would 
introduce that bill on Monday; but would it be 
| subject to discussion when he brought it in? 
| Other special orders would have precedence of it, 
and there was no telling, had the report passed 
from our consideration, when another opportu- 
nity would have been given toreply to it. There- 
| fore, it seems to me that I am not liable to the 


I suppose there will be no | 


stated to be on the motion to postpone the sub- | 


Mr. SEWARD. With the consent of the hon- | 
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charge of having violated the courtesy of the Sen- 
ate, much less any parliamentary rule, by having 
spoken at an improper time. : 

‘The Senator also alluded to a remark which I 
made, that the minority of the Committee on 
Territories had no epportunity to examine this 
report. I need not speak on that point; the 
Senator from Vermont will take care of it. Ut is 
enough that I am willing that the statement of 
my colleague should go to the country. Itshows 
upon its face that there was no opportunity to 
examine his report. It was voluminous, occupy- 
ing, if | remember rightly, some two hours in its 
reading, and no man, on barely hearing it read, 
could be prepared to draft an answer to it. The 
Senator’s own statement shows that no favorable 
opportunity was afforded the minority to examine 
the majority report before it was presented to the 
Senate. 

My colleague complains of a quotation which 
I made from one of his speeches, in which he is 
reported to have said that he knew of no man 
who advocated “ the extension of slavery over a 
country now free.’? He says now, that he would 
have no pre: cose to make if the remainder of his 

e at the time had been quoted, and if 
the words **by act of Congress” had not been 
left out of my quotation. Now, * see how plain 
a tale will put him down.” I assert, inmy place 
here—the records will convict me if wrong—that 
the words ** by act of Congress” are not in his 
speech in that connection, or inserted in it as a 
qualification of that remark; they are an interpo- 
lation to-day, and would have been an interpola- 
tion by me if I had inserted them. 

I wish now to call attention, for a moment, to 
another position. Lassumed, and I assume still— 
and allow me to say that my colleague has not 
met the argument—that the Missouri compromise 
was applicable to the country which it covered 
while a Territory, but only while a Territory. The 
Senator has quoted to-day that remark from my 
speech; he has quoted from the Nebraska bill the 
clause which says that the Territories organized 
by it shall be admitted into the Union as States, 
with or without slavery, as the people shall de- 
termine; he has shown that that same clause is in 
the Utah and New Mexico bills; but I say there 
is no inconsistency between that provision and 
the Missouri compromise, because the Missouri 
compromise applied to “‘ territory”’ only, and not 
to States. He professes or assumes not to under- 
stand this position. Why, sir, the controversy 
is not about slavery in States, but in Territories. 
Now, let me show to the Senate how it was un- 
derstood by my colleague himself, who in former 
years held with me those same notions of De- 
moeracy which he now calls Abolitionism and 
Black Republicanism. I acted with and supported 
him for years, supposing him to be a true Dem- 
ocrat, standing upon the old Jeffersonian platform 
of Democracy; and it never occurred to me at that 
day that I was cherishing Black Republican and 
Abolition sentiments unawares, but it seems that 
I was. Now, sir, let me give you his views on 
this point. I read from a speech delivered by 
him in the Senate, March 13, 1850. He is speak- 
ing of the Wilmot proviso, and says: 


‘The Wilmot proviso in a territorial bili or a State con- 
stitution! What a confusion of ideas—a perversion of 
terms! What is the Wilmot proviso ?—and why is the name 
of Mr. Wilmot attached to the measure? One would nat 
urally suppose that it was an original idea, conceived, ma- 
tured, and brought forward for the first time by Mr. Wilmot, 
And soit was. It was not a prohibition of slavery in a 
State constitution adopted by the people themselves. Such 
provisions and prohibitions were to be found in the consti- 
tutions of nearly all the free States of this Union before Mr. 
Wilmot was born. It was not a prohibition of slavery in a 
territorial bill, to continue so long as the ae existed, 
and leaving the people to do as they pleased when they 
should be admitted into the Union asa State. This was 
not the Wilmot proviso; for such a provision was to be 
found in the ordinance of 1787, and in each successive ter- 
ritorial bill forthe northern section of the Union, from that 
period up to the time Mr. Wilmot first saw the light, and 
during his infancy and youth, even up to 1645.” 


He himself, then, construed the Missouri com- 
romise, and the ordinance of 1787, which pro- 
ibited slavery in all the territory to which it waa 

applicable * dnoier,** as extending only so long 
as the region of country embraced in the prohi- 
bition should continue under a territorial govern- 
ment; and he repudiated the original Wilmot 
proviso, because it sought to incorporate that pro- 
vision into a treaty which we were te make with 
Mexico, by which States, when they came into 
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the Union, would not have the right to regulate '| for me, like Haman of old, another shall be found | 


this question for themselves. 

Then, sir, | say he has not met my argument. 
The whole controversy turns upon slavery in 
Territories, not in States. | repudiate, as emphat- 
leally as he does, the idea of interfering with | 
slavery in the States. If I have mistaken the 
Missouri compromise, I was led into the mistake | 
by the Senator’s own teachings. But, he asks, 
if Iam right, why has he been charged with vio- 
lating a compact?) The answer is as plain as 
the noonday sun. Can there not be a compact 
in reference toa Territory? Is not a compact 
in reference to a Territory as sacred as if it were 
made in reference to a State? ‘The Missouri com- 
promise was to continue only as long as the 
country north of 36° 30' north latitude remained 
under a territorial organization, and beyond that 
had no operation; but for that period it was a 
valid provision, or compact if you please. 

My colleague charges upon me, however, that 
Iam engaged inacrusade against the Democratic 
party, and hurls at me again those insinuations 
which he took the liberty of making the other 
day, that | am associated with Abolitionists. 
Now, sir, | wish to put this matter right—to put 
it down so that it shail never be reiterated or 
heard of again. I have before me the Journal of 
the last Legislature of the State of Illinois—a 
Legislature the lower House of which was elecied 
after the Kansas-Nebraska bill was passed, and 
elected on the issue of indorsing the Senator’s 
conduct in repealing the Missouri compromise. 
‘That was the great question in issue. He can- 
vassed the State upon it. The Senators are 
elected for four years, one half going out every 
two years. In the House of Representatives, | 
consisting of seventy-five members fresh from 
the people, this resolution was adopted. | 


“ Resolved by the House, (the Senate concurring herein.) 
That our Senators be instructed, and our members of the | 
lower House in Congress, in this State, be respectfully re- 
quested, to oppose any and all efforts having for their object 
the disturbance of the compromise measures of 1850, in- 
cluding the fugitive slave law. 

“That the Missouri compromise ought never to have 
been disturbed; and that our Senators deserve the reprehen- 
sion of this House for so doing.”’ 


‘Forty-one votes were cast in favor of this reso- 
lution, and there were but twenty-three against it, 
only sixty-four members being present. 

Now, I wish to say, in reply to the insinuation 
which has been thrown out that I am associated 
with the Abolitionists of Illinois, that, of the forty- | 
one members who voted for that resolution con- | 
demning my colleague’s course, twenty-nine | 
refused to vote for me as Senator, and cast their 
votes, with three or four exceptions, for his par- | 
ticular friend, General Shields, or Joel A. Matte- | 

| 


son. 

Are these twenty-nine members Abolitionists? | 
They did not support me, but—with some half- | 
dozen exceptions—they are the peculiar friends | 
and supporters of my colleague. Is not he, then, | 
associated with Abolitionists? The same resolu- | 
tion would have passed the Senate but for the fact 
that half its members held over, just as my col- 
league holds over here, having been elected before | 
the Nebraska issue came up; otherwise the reso- 
lution which passed the House would have passed | 
the Senate en, and been presented here as a | 
guide for my colleague’s conduct; and yet the 
principle of this resolution is now denounced as | 
Abolitionism, and a proposition is gravely made | 
on the floor of the Senate, that we should both | 
resign and go before the people of Illinois. Now, 
I desire to put that matter at rest, and to show 
the absurdity of the proposition, though it is not 
unlike many others which are made. I would 
not undertake to answer it any further than it 
was replied to the other day, but for the fact that 
it is noticed in the official paper as if it were a 
povens argument in reference to the Kansas- 

‘ebraska question. 

Now, what is the proposition? Look at the 
coolness of the thing. y colleague was elected 
before this issue sprang up in the country, while 
he and [ were acting together. He went out to) 
Iilinois, and, through his friends, meetings were | 
held, and a decree went forth denouncing every 
man as an Abolitionist or a Black Republican 
who did not indorse the Kansas-Nebraska act. 
I happened to be one of those sitting at the peo- 
ple’s gate, who would neither bow down to, nor 
reverence this decree, and if in erecting a scaffold | 


|| hanging on it, itis not my fault. (Laughter.] Sir, 


| sitting at the gate, I neither bowed down nor did 





| He and I would both have been elected upon the 
_ same issue, and then I should be willing to join 


reverence to my colleague’s new test, but thought | 
proper to stand upon the doctrines which he had | 
promulgated in 1849 and 1850, and the people sus- | 
tained me. On this issue I was elected, first, to the 
House of Representatives; then, through the Le- 
gislature, to this body; and now, after the elections 
are over, after we have fought the fight, and the bat- 
tle is won, my colleague says, ‘* Let us have a new 
trial.’’? [Laughter.] He says to me: ‘* If you will | 


| resign’’—having just been elected on this issue ’’ | 


—‘*] will resign, too, and we will go before the | 
people.’? Is not that a modest proposition? Let | 
the Senator return to his constituents—let him | 
resign, and present this issue to them, and then, 

if reélected, we shall stand on an equal footing. 


him and go before the people for a final decision | 
between us. Iam not afraid to trust the people | 


| of Illinois. They are sound upon this question— 


_ ready for a new trialif he could get it. The Sen- 


they stand upon the Democratic platform erected 
for them by his aid in 1850 and 1852. His prop- 
osition to resign reminds me of an unsuccessful 
client in court. I never knew one who was not 


| ator has made this issue with me, and he has been 


unsuccessful. When he shall have had his own 
trial on it, and shall have succeeded, he will find 


| me ready to meet him. 


| 
| 
The question is asked by my colleague, how | 
do I get over the fact that the elections were con- | 
tested in only seven districts in Kansas? I never 
laced my opposition to the acts of the Kansas | 
Rasoiies on the ground that the elections were | 
not contested. The position which I took has | 
not been met save by arguing to show that the | 
wrong, if one was committed, has been sanctified. | 
My position was, that the elections were carried | 
by fraud and violence originally, and that no act | 


of the men who were so elected, or of the Gov- 
_ernor, could sanctify that which was fraudulent 


| in its origin. 
| tain in a court of equity a case having its origin 





You might as well attempt to sus- 


in fraud, as to uphold a Legislature elected by 
force of arms, ond in opposition to those who had | 
a right to be represented in it. That was my 

position; and [ illustrated it in my remarks the | 
other day, by saying that the instance was never | 
known—it would be a wonder of the world— 
where the usurpers themselves, who in this case 

were the Kansas Legislature, decided that they | 
had no right to the authority which they assumed. | 
Does Louis Napoleon question his own authority | 
to trample on the rights of the people of France? | 
He would no doubt certify that he was duly 

elected; and so did the conquerors of Kansas 
certify; so did Reeder, if you please. I am not 
going to advocate him, but that does not cover 
up the original wrong. 

The question is, whether the elections were 
carried by armed invaders from Missouri? The | 
fact that the contest took place in reference to 
seven districts only proves nothing. Does that | 
prove that all the illegal votes were given in 
those seven districts? Let me state a fact: When 
the census was taken in February there were a 
little more than two thousand eight hundred 
voters in the Territory: that is official. The 
election was held in March following, and more 
than six thousand votes were cast: that is also | 
official. Now, what right have you to confine 
those illegal votes to seven districts? None what- 
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The Senator denies that there is a scintilla of 
evidence to show that the illegal voting ever ex- 
tended beyond the seven districts. To-day, in his 
remarks, he has admitted that there was illegal 
voting, and there is not a scintilla of evidence to 
show that it was confined to the seven districts; 
but there is evidence that it extended to other dis- 
tricts. It was exhibited on this floor by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. I shall not travel over 
that ground now; but the report contains no evi- | 
dence to show that the three or four oe 


ever. | 
j 


illegal votes were confined to seven districts. The 
majority report does not furnish it; while the 
official action in taking the census, and in the re- 
turn of the number of votes cast, shows the fraud. 
But it is said that, if we allege this, we discredit | 
the action of our own Governor. My colleague 
spoke of Governor Reeder, addressing this side 





March 20, 


of the Chamber, as ‘*your own Governor.”’ Why 
sir, whose Governor was Mr. Reeder? Was . 
not sent to Kansas as Governor by that part 
which is now arrogating to itself the name of the 
Democratic party—the Nebraska party, to which 
my colleague belongs? How was he the Goy. 
ernor of the free-State men? He was the Governor 
of my colleague’s friends. Let him and them 
sustain his acts; it is not for me to do it. 

But, sir, we are told that there is agreat objection 
to repealing or annulling the laws of the Territo. 
rial Legislature. What is that objection? That 
children have been born; that marriages haye 
taken place under those laws; and that if we re- 
real them a great calamity will fall on the country, 

veed it be said here, in the presence of the Senaie, 
that the repeal of those bogus laws will not have 
the effect to make marriages void or children 
illegitimate? No such consequences would follow 
and I supposed everybody here understood the 

rinciples of law too well to imagine such a thing, 

he marriages would be good in fact, and the 
children legitimate, although the acts of the bogus 
Legislature were declared nullities. 

l am charged with misstating the report of the 
majority of the Committee on Territories in an- 
other particular. In my former remarks allusion 
was made to the statement in the report that the 


| object of the emigrants sent out by the aid soci- 
1} 


eties was to ‘¢abolitionize Kansas as a means for 
prosecuting a relentless warfare on the institu- 
tion of slavery within the limits of Missouri,” 
and I asked the question, where was the evidence 
for this statement? I admit I did call for evidence 
of that fact, and it has not been furnished. The 
Senator says now that the report does not state 
any such thing, but that the conduct of the emi- 
grants sent by the emigrant aid society, in pass- 
ing through Missouri, created apprehensions that 
such was their design. I have the report before 
me, and will read it to show which of us hasstated 
it correctly. The report says: 

“These apprehensions increased and spread with the 
progress of events until they became the settled convictions 
of the people.”? 

My colleague has asserted in this report that 
they were the settled convictions of the people of 
Missouri. 

“The natural consequence was, that immediate steps 
were taken by the people of the western counties of Mis- 
souri to stimulate, organize, and carry into effect a system 
of emigration similar to that of the Massachusetts Emigrant 
Aid Company, for the avowed purpose of counteracting the 
effects, and protecting themselves and their domestic insti- 
tutions from the consequences, of that company’s oper- 
ations.”? 

Here is a distinct charge that the organization 
in western Missouri was for the purpose of coun- 
teracting the effects of the operations of the aid 
society, ‘*and protecting themselves and their domes- 
tic institutions from the consequences of that company’s 
operations.’’ If the emigrant aid society had no 
such design, why say that the people in western 
Missouri organized against such acts ? 

My colleague has declaimed against treason, 
and spoken of hanging traitors. Sir, does he 
ope to say that there are traitors in Kansas? 

e said that, in his opinion, if the free-State 
men in that Territory go a little further, they will 
become traitors; and intimated, too, that you 
might find traitors without going to Kansas. 
What have the people of Kansas done that they 
are to be called traitors? If they have committed 
any wrong atall, have they not fallen into the 
error in the same way that I fell into Abolitionism 
and Black Republicanism by following my col- 
league’s lead? Did he not say that the people 
of the nat of Kansas were sovereign—that 
they had a right to regulate their own domestic 
affairs in their own way? Has he not proclaimed, 
even to-day, that the principle of the majority 
report is, to allow the people of Kansas to settle 
their own domestic affairs in theirown way? If 
they have taken him at his word, and organized 
a government for their own protection, is he not 
to blame for having led them into the error? Is 
it kind now in him to speak of hanging them as 
traitors when he himself has led them to commit 
the treason? If they did wrong in attempting to 
organize a State government, | know of no per- 
son who has been so greatly instrumental in 
bringing it about as my colleague. 

Mr. President, I leave the personal matters 
dragged into this discussion by my coll e, and 
which I regret should ever have arisen, for they 
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pave really nothing to do with the great question 
hefore the country. I desire to rise above these 
equabbles. Now, when a dangerous question 
nresents itself for solution, threatening civil war, 
threatening the dissolution of this—our glorious 
t’nion—in which the peace, the ey and 
the happiness of nearly thirty millions of people 
are involved—in which republican institutions not 
only here, but throughout the world, are at stake, 
into what miserable insignificance do all these | 
petty, personal squabbles sink? As patriots, and 
as members of the American Senate, let us hope 
that they may never again be dragged before us. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from New York to post- 
one the further consideration of this bill until 
Srednesday next, and mike it the special order 
for one o’clock on that day. 

Mr. STUART. After some consultation with 
Senators, I propose to substitute Thursday. 

Mr. SEWARD. [I accept the amendment, and 
modify my motion accordingly. 
The motion, as modified, was agreed to. 


OBSERVANCE OF GOOD FRIDAY. 


Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate should now 
adjourn, what will be the condition of the defi- 
ciency bill to-morrow? Will it not come up as 
the first special order? 

The PRESIDENT. Being the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday, it will be the first special order 
to-morrow. 

Mr. STUART. I move that when the Senate | 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. | 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope not. I trust we shall | 
meet to-morrow, and dispose of the deficiency || 
bill. We ought to be getting forward with our 
business. 

Several SENATORS. 
Monday. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
row. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I beg leave to state, that to- 
morrow is a holy day, observed as such by the 
great majority of the Christian world, and by two 
very numerous and respectable sects in this coun- 
try. Since the meeting of the present session of 
Congress we have sat but once on Friday. I trust 
that the offense of sitting on Good Friday will not 
be given to so large a class of our citizens. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the public business 
is in such a condition that we ought to devote as 
much time as possible to it. I hope we shall not | 





We can pass that on 


We ought to do it to-mor- || 


adjourn over. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. As the Senate have agreed | 
to adjourn over till Monday, I trust we shall sit | 
for another hour, in order to dispose of the de- 
ficiency bill. b&think we can do it in that time. || 
{Oh no.] 

On the motion of Mr. SEWARD, the Senate 
adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Tuurspay, March 20, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock; m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Dante, Waxpo. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | | 
The SPEAKER stated that the first business || 


in order was reports from standing committees. 
PRIVATE CLAIM. 


Mr. WALKER. I ask the unanimous consent || 
of the House te report, from the Committee on || 
the Post Office and Post Roads, for the purpose 
of reference only, a bill for the relief of W. M. 
F. McGraw, contractor for carrying the mail on 
route No. 8911, from Independence, Missouri, | 
to Salt Lake City, Utah Territory. The report 
of the committee is founded upon a memorial 
submitted to this House, and referred to that | 
committee, by the contractor upon the Salt Lake | 
mail route No. 8911, and the committee simply || 
desire that the bill may be referred to the Com- || 
mittee of the Whole House, so that it may go || 
upon the Private Calendar. It is a matter of || 
urgent necessity, and should be acted upon at || 
once. 

No objection being made, the bill was read a 
first and second time, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, made the order of the day for 


to-morrow, and, with the report, ordered to be 
printed. 


Prayer | 


| 
j 
| 
' 


| 
| 
| 


Pe - . “ j : . 
imous consent of the House to introduce a bill, |! printed or not, unless it be important in the as- 


; and some the other. 
| prejudice the investigation of that bill, and also 


made by that Department which will require to 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS. 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I ask the unan- 


of which previous notice has been given, merely 
for the purpose of reference, and that it may be 
printed. ; 
No objection being made, the bill was read a 
first and second time by its title, as follows: | 
A bill to establish the collection districts of the 
United States, and designating the ports of entry 
and delivery in the same, and for other purposes. 


trv ° . 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is not usual, 


| when a bill is introduced and referred to a stand- 


ing committee, to print it. This is a very large 
bill; and the probability is, that the committee 
will report back the same with amendments, and 
then it will have to be printed again. 1 suggest 
to the gentleman from Maine, that he simply have 
the bill referred to the committee, as is the uni- 
versal practice here, and that it be ordered to be 
printed when the committee report it back. 

Mr. FULLER. I am usually inclined to adopt, 
in all such matters, the suggestions of the gentle- 


_man from Tennessee; but | must differ with him 


in this case. ‘This isa very important bill; it has 
undergone a very careful examination. There 
are many amendments to it in manuscript; and 
as it is so important a bill, affecting the interests 
of the country so generally, and.as it is desirable 
that there should be many copies to facilitate its 


| examination, | have been induced to make the 


motion to print, though out of the 
There are reasons which exist in 
would not apply generally. 

Mr. JONES. There can be no necessity, I 


ordinary course. 
this case which 


| think, for that course to be pursued, as the bill 
| will have to be printed again, when the commit- 


tee shall report it back; and I think it will be | 
wrong to depart from the established and universal 
practice, as [ believe, of the House in this partic- 
ular. If the gentleman's motion to print is agreed 
to, then, when it shall be printed again, we shall 
have two printed bills before us, and that will get 
up a confusion between the two bills in the minds 
of members, as some of them will have one bill, 
It will rather confuse and 


the consideration of it when we shall take it up 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FULLER. I beg leave to differ with the 
gentleman in reference to the effect of having two 
printed bills. This bill has been carefully con- 
sidered at the Treasury Department. There are, 
as I said before, many amendments to the bill in 
manuscript; and as it is an important bill, affect- | 
ing the whole revenue system of the country, I 
hope the House will order it to be printed. 

Mr. JONES. The fact, that the bill has been 
considered by the Treasury Department, is not 
conclusive tomy mind that it is right, and that 
we ought to print it. There are some reports 


be examined by this House before they can re- 


| course which 1s given to all others when they 


are first introduced. 
Mr. HAVEN. I would like to inquire of the 


gentleman from Maine, if this bill goes any fur- 


ther than simply to establish collection districts; || 


or does it cover our whole commercial regulations ? 

Mr. FULLER. The whole; andI would state, 
for the information of the gentleman, that the 
whole subject is before the Committee on Com- 


| merce in the Senate. Itis a long bill, and requires 
| a great deal of examination. 


y My desire, in in- 
troducing the bill, is, that the Committee on Com- 
merce of the House may be examining it at the 
same time that the Senate committee are progress- 
ing with theirs. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I was not 
in the House when the gentleman from Maine 
introduced this matter, and explained the bill 
which he introduced. If the bill is what I sup- 
pose it to be, it is very necessary, if the commit- 
tee are to examine it, thatit should be printed be- 
fore it is referred to them, in order that we may 
distribute them among the members of the House, 


| that they may examine it when we report it back, 


and be advised as to all the provisionsof the bill. | 
I think gentlemen must see the propriety and ne- | 


cessity of having it printed at this time, if the } 
{ 


committee are to take action upon it. 
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Mr. HOUSTON. I do not think that it is a 


very important question whether this bill be 


pect in which the gentleman from Tennessee has 


| presented it—that is, as an encroachment upon 


the universal rule of this body in relation to 
bills introduced by members for the purpose of 
having them referred to committees. The print- 
ing of the bill will, it is very clear, answer no 
useful purpose, except as regards the committee 
itself. We who are outside of that committee 
do not care to read the bill introduced by the 
gentleman from Maine, because we do not know 
what part of that matter will come before the 
House. We have our other engagements. We 
are engaged in the examination of our own busi- 
ness, and of the matters which are legitimately 
before us pertaining to the duties of our own 
positions on the committees of which we are 
members. After the committee reports back the 
bill, then it will be proper to have it printed for 


| the use of the Committee of the Whole on the 


| State 


of the Union; and before it is ever 
reached on the Calendar there will be plenty of 
time for any gentleman who desires to examine 
itto make such examination. So that I can see 
no earthly benefit in printing the bill at this time, 

a” ae . > 
unless it be to facilitate the committee, and to 
enable them to read it better, more distinctly, 


and more to their satisfaction. It certainly can- 


| not benefit members genera!ly, or facilitate the 


examination of the bill before the House. 


It is 
along bill, the gentleman tells us. 


It being a 


| long bill, and it being a matter introduced by a 
| member of his own motion, gentlemen who are 
outside of that committee will not, as a matter 


of course, feel any disposition to look into the 
examination of this bill till it assumes the shape 
in which the Committee on Commerce may de- 
sire to present it to the House in asking the 
sanction of the House. When it shall be pre- 


| sented by that committee, then it ought to be 
| printed, and will be printed; and then it can be 
| examined by gentlemen who take an interest in 
| the subject of legislation generally, and in the 


| to take it up and pass rapidly over it. 
ceive the sanction and approbation of some of | ine | isl 
| those who profess to be the friends of this Admin- 
| istration. 1 hope the House will give this bill the 





a in reference to the printing of this 


subject of the bill particularly, long before it 
will be reached on the Calendar. 

I think, therefore, that printing it now will do 
no good. It will merely be an encroachment on 
the practice of the body. 

I a then, that my friend from Maine will 
allow the bill to go to the Committee on Com- 
merce as itis, and allow that committee to examine 
it. Ido not believe that it will even be of any 
benefit to the Committee on Commerce to have 


| the bill printed, and for the reason that they will 
| examine it in committee, will read it over, will 


discuss its provisions, and, perhaps, change it 
considerably. ‘They. must do so, because it isan 
important bill, affecting the commercial regula- 
tions of the country; and it will not do for that 
committee—and I know they will not consent— 


They will 


| eXamine its provisions carefully and separately as 
| they goalong. They willread, discuss, examine, 
| amend, change, and vote upon it; and in that way 


they will put it in the shape in which they may 
desire to present it to the House. Then it will 
come up for examination and action, and will have 
to be printed. And so, in my view of the case, 
it will do the committee no good to have the bill 
now printed. I hope, therefore, the gentleman 
from Maine will not insist on his motion to print, 
Mr. PHELPS. I differ with the gentleman 
from Alabama in the views which he has just 
bill. 

recollect well, that, during the last session of 
Congress, there was an attempt to revise all the 
revenue laws, and to have one general act defining 
the collection districts of the United States. That 
matter was under the charge of the Committee on 
Commerce at the last Congress, and I believe that 
nearly at the close of the last session of Congress 
a report was made from that committee. 1 pre- 
sume that the bill now introduced by the gentle- 


man from Maine is based very much on the result 
| 


| of the examination made by him as chairman of 


that committee last session. 

Now, it would be a very difficult matter for 
members of the committee to make an examina- 
tion of a bill so voluminous as this bill is, unless 
each member of the committee could have a copy 
of it for the purpose of examining it leisurely and 
carefully at his room. He will desire to see what 





pins lira tg 


. 
; 


: 
ie 
. ; ia 
ei 
PS 
om | 
: 
| 
a= 
— 
| 
p: 
- 


mt of 


— pen eRREE Ris TANCE enna ny ee mlm saetietetnere ead ee a ye . 
a - s 7) 7 : asta 
a = bee - — = mi 4 sgnfemeteay sth > 

Aw = LAAT ;. ans "i r i 





a ee 





its provisions are. He will desire to see what 
innovations on existing laws are proposed; aud 
if there be but one copy for the use of all the 
roembers, and if that copy is to be examined only 
in the committee-room, it will take a long time 
for all the members composing that committee to 
make that examination which will enable them 
to vote upon itin the committee-room judiciously. 
‘Therefore, for my part, I think that it would be 
economy on the part of the House to order this 
bill to be printed now, in order, not only that the 
members of the Committee on Commerce may be 
able to examine its contents, but that every other 
member of the House, who feels an interest in 
this matter, and who feels an interest in having 
all the laws revised defining the collection districts 
of the United States, may be able to examine it 
and make suggestions to the members of the 
Committee on Commerce. For these reasons I 
am in favor of printing the bill. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 


think that the discussion on this subject has con- || 


tinued nearly long enough. It does seem to me 
to be a little remarkable that, when a member of 
an important committee, who is distinguished for 
his carefulness and economy, deems 1t requisite 
for the public service to have so important a bill 
as this printed, we should oppose it. What is 
the question? Asimple question of expense, and 
that not important, and for the purpose, too, of 
dispatching business, which we know is not to 
be extravagantly conducted under such manage- 
ment as that of the gentleman from Maine. I 
really think that the proposition ought to be 
agreed to, if for no other use than that of the 
committee, although it will no doubt be of bene- 
fit to others. I call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The question being first on the motion to print, 
Mr. Prince called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ;and Messrs. Prineie, and 
Ouiver of Missouri, were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 95, noes 23. 

So the bill was ordered to be printed, and was 
then referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. In the estimates 
which have been sent to the Committee of Ways 
and Means there are estimates for appropria- 
tions for the purpose of purchasing grounds to 


extend the navy-yards of Philadelphia and Wash- || 


ington; and also for purchasing grounds for ma- || ; : 
pare P 66 ‘| consideration here. 


rine barracks at Boston, Massachusetts, and at 
Gosport, near Norfolk, in the State of Virginia. 
The committee are of opinion that they should 


have been referred to the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs; they have, therefore, instructed me to 
ask that they be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of these papers, and that they be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. I make that 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the papers were 
accordingly referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assuny Dickins, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; in which he was directed to ask the 
coneurrence of the House: 


An act making an appropriation for deepening 
the channel over the St. Clair flats, in the State 
of Michigan. 

An act making an appropriation for deepening 
the channel of the flats of the St. Mary’s river, 
in the State of Michigan. 

An act to remove obstructions to navigation in 
the mouth of the Mississippi river, at the South- 
west Pass and Pass 4 ]’Outre. 

An act for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Patapsco river, and to render the port of 
Baltimore more accessible to the war steamers of 
the United States. 

An act for the improvement of the harbor of 
San Diego, in the State of California. 

Also, that the Senate had passed the bill of this 
House mening eppmpriations for the support of 
the Military emy for the year cone the 
30th of June, 1857, with amendments, in which 
they asked the concurrence of the House. 











upon the files of the House. 
| 











REPORTS OF THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. FAULKNER, by unanimous consent, 
introduced the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of amending the act of 
August 16, 1842, requiring foreign regulations of commerce 
to be laid before Congress by the Secretary of State at the 
commencement of each session, so as to render it more 
| effective ; and also to inquire into the expediency of author- 
izing the Secretary of State to organize an office in that 
Department of Government for the proper preparation of 
said annual report, as well as of the annual report on immi- 
gration, and of that on registered American seamen now 
required by law of said Department; and to report to this 
House the result, by bill or otherwise, as said committee 
may deem best. 


PIRACY ON THE CHINA SEAS. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I ask the consent of the 
House to present a memorial from the Chamber 
of Commerce of the city of New York, praying 
| for measures of protection against piracy in the 
| China seas, for the purpose of having it referred 


} 
| 
| 
| 


| to the Committee on Commerce. 
The SPEAKER. The memorial must be filed 


| with the Clerk, and referred under the rule. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, in 
| pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
| to expedite the issuing of patents for confirmed 
| land claims in California; which was read a first 


and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


PAPERS FROM COURT OF CLAIMS. 
Mr. HERBERT. I ask the consent of the 
| House to introduce this resolution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to de- 


liver to Dent, Vantine & Co., the papers on file in relation 
to their claim. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will state, if the House 
| will allow me, that this case is under considera- 
tion in the Senate, and these papers are wanted, 
to be used there. 


Mr. MATTESON. I would suggest that cer- 
tified copies be left. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have no objection to hav- 
ing certified copies of the papers left on file. I 
will modify the resolution so as to provide that 
copies shall be left. 

Lhere being no objection, the resolution, as 
| modified, was adopted. 

COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 

Mr. ALLISON. Some two or three weeks ago 
there was a report from the Court of Claims under 
I desire to inquire what is 
now the position of that report? 

The SPEAKER. It is upon the Speaker’s 
table, and will be first in order when the House 
shall proceed to that class of business. 


| COMMODORE JONES. 
On motion by Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, by 
| unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Commodore 
| Jones be withdrawn trom the Court of Claims, and placed 





ENGRAVING. 

Mr. GROW. [ask the consent of the House 
| to introduce a resolution, in which every member 
of the House is interested. I hope there will be 
no objection. It is in these words: 

Resolved, That hereafter the engraving of the House shall 
be done under the direction of the Committee on Printing, 


as provided by the joint resolution of the House and Senate, 
dated January 18, 1853. 
| 
| 
| 
j 


Mr. MATTESON objected. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I intend to move 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of going 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 

| the Union; but, before making that motion, I pro- 


pose to introduce from the Committee of ays || 


and Means the naval appropriation bill, that it 
may be referred and printed. 

There was no objection; and the bill making 
| appropriations for the naval service for the year 
, ending June 30, 1857, was reported, read a first 
| and second time, referred to the Committee of 

the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
| to be printed. 


| REFERENCE OF PAPERS. 


On motion by Mr. SAGE, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal of 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 











March 20, 


| papers relating to the application of Ide, Coit & Co, 
vohn Ide, of the State ew York, to have certain oF 


ties refunded, that they may be referred to the Court of 
Claims. 


EXTENSION OF THE CAPITOL GROUNDs. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I offer the followin 
resolution by request. In doing so 1 do notcom. 
mit myself on the subject: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of purchasing 
square No. 575 and part of square No. 576, in conformity 
with the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior: 
what amount of money would probably be required to pur. 
chase said private property, and make the necessary jm_ 
provement of the grounds in consequence of the extension, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 
there is an investigation now going on by the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings and Grounds, 

under the direction of the Senate, to ascertain 
what each one of the proprietors demand for their 
property on the squares referred to, west to Third 
street, and north to B street; and also, what the 
property is worth according to the value affixed 
to real estate in the city. "The Commissioner, 
| when he makes the investigation, will submit his 
report to us as well as to the Senate, for he is our 
_ officer as well as that of that body. When the 
' report is made it will be printed and laid before 
_allthemembers. I state these facts for the inform- 
ation of the House, and not by way of objection 
| to the gentleman’s resolution. 
| Mr. GREENWOOD. I am obliged to the 
gentleman from Tennessee for the information 
| which he has furnished the House. In my judg- 
ment there is no necessity for extending the pur- 
| chase to the extent demanded. The object of the 
resolution is to make inquiries in regard to the 
propriety of purcharing said ground in the par- 
| ticular locality required for the extension of the 
| Capitol grounds. The investigation can do no 
harm. 
The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. CUMBACK. Iask leave to introducea 
bill amendatory of -an act entitled, *‘ An act to 
graduate and reduce the price of the public lands 
to actual settlers and cultivators. ’’ 

Mr. QUITMAN. I call for the reguiar order 
of business. 

Mr. BENSON. I hope the gentleman from Mis- 
| sissippi will withdraw his call until [ may make 
a report from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

r. QUITMAN. I must decline. If I yield 
to one I must to another. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the reception of reports from the standing 
committees of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
| rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 

state of the Union. 

Mr. BENSON, Is it in orderto make a report 
from the Naval Committee? 

The SPEAKER. Itis; but the motion to go 
into committee must be first considered. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. HAVEN. I desire to keep these things 
as much out ‘of a snarl as possible. I thought 
| the business first in order was the report from the 
| Court of Claims, a motion having been made to 
| commit to a Committee of the Whole House, with 
| certain amendments. 
The SPEAKER. The report of the Court of 
_ Claims is upon the Speaker’s table, and will be 
| the first thing in order when the House proceeds 
to the consideration of that class of business. 

Mr. HAVEN. There was a motion to com- 
mit pending. 

The SPEAKER. On inquiry the Chair learns 
that a motion to commit is pending. 
| Mr. JONES,of Tennessee. Itis the unfinished 
| business then; but the gentleman from Ohio, 
having obtained the floor, can move to go into 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to commit being 
pending, it is the unfinished and first business for 
the consideration of the House. 
| Mr. HAVEN. I made the suggestion, Mr. 
| Speaker, in order that the report might not be 
crowded out of its place, and not by way of 
| objection to the motion of the gentleman from 
| Ohio, that the rules be suspended, and the House 
| resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. If there be no objection, 
for the benefit of the gentleman’s committee I 











| 


———— Cli 





4 


Masai wdeshdic Sila 


a REBA 








eee te cee 





1856. 








will move to take up the Military Academy bill, | reported back from the Committee on Naval Af. 


which has just come from the Senate with amend- 
ments, in order to its reference. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. There is a bill from 
the Senate upon the Speaker’s table to amend an 
act entilled ** An act to establish a court for the | 
investigation of claims against the United States,”’ 
approve d February 24, 1855, and I ask that it be 


taken up, and referred to the Committee on the || 


Judiciary. It makes provision in regard to the 
administration of the Court of Claims, and the 
appointment of an additional attorney. 

he bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
and read a first and second time. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Speaker, I have not | 
looked into the bill as yet, but the Committee on | 
Claims of the Senate, which reported the bill to 
the Senate, have asked the Committee on Claims 
of this House to take it in charge. The bill es- 
tablishing the Court of Claims originated with the 
Committee on Claims, and I suggest that this bill, 
jnasmuch as all matters relating to the Court of 
Claims have heretofore been sent to that commit- 
tee, had better be referred (instead of to the Ju- 
diciary Committee) to the Committee on Claims, | 
That is the proper course, in my opinion. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 1 do not see what the 
Committee on Claims have to do with this bill. 
J have read it, and it provides that two judges 
of the Court of Claims may hold a court. The | 
existing law requires that all the judges shall be 
present. The bill also provides that the present 
attorney for the Court of Claims may appoint an | 
assistant. Those are all the provisions of the bill, 
and ‘what the Committee on Claims have to do | 
with it I do not understand. There is no claim 
init. It is a mere question of policy and of law. | 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. 1 desire to | 
state that the bill to establish a Court of Claims 
was matured and passed at the last session of 
Congress, and at that time it had been referred to 
the Committee on Claims, who are familiar with | 
the whole subject. The simple ground of pro- | 
priety for the reference now to that committee is, 
that the court has jurisdiction over all that class 
of cases which have heretofore been referred to 
that committee. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Let it, then, go to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The bill was so referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
the bill reported from the Court of Claims is not 


House by a motiontocommit. It goes upon the 
Speaker’s table, and is the first business before | 
the House when the House reaches that class of 
business. The first business, therefore, now in | 
order is a call upon the standing committees for 
reports. 
ACTION OF THE NAVAL BOARD. 
Mr. MILLSON. Asa motion to reconsider is 





at all times a privileged motion, it may be called || 
re proper that || 


up at any time, but I think it 
previous notice should be given of an intention | 
todo so. I therefore give notice that to-morrow 
I shall ask leave to call up the motion to recon- 
sider, which I submitted some time ago, with a | 
view tc present some remarks in reference to the 
action of the naval board, and on the bill which | 
I introduced some days since. | 
| 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. [ ask that House | 
bill (No. 69) making appropriations for the sup- | 
port of the Miitary Academy for the year end- | 
ing 30th June, 1857,which has been returned from 
the Senate with amendments, be taken from the | 
Speaker’s table, and referred to the Committee of | 
Ways and Means. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I now insist on my mo- | 
tion that the rules be suspended, and that the | 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


TEN SLOOPS OF WAR BILL. 
Mr. BENSON. [ask the gentleman to with- 
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fairs Senate bill (No. 119) authorizing the con- 


struction of ten sloops of war, with the following 
amehdment: 

Amend by adding to the close of section first the follow- 
ing words: 

** Provided, That the Secretary ofthe Navy may, in his dis- 
cretion, cause two of said sloops to be built with side wheels, 
and equipped with a view to the greatest speed attainable, 
with due regard te their efficiency as war vessels.’’ | 


The bill, with the amendment, was referred to 


| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


|| resolution: 


| on the state of the Union on the President’s annual mes- 


| resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 


Union, and ordered to be printed. 
PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Before the vote is taken 


upon the motion to go into committee, I desire 
to submit a motion to terminate debate upon the 


| President’s message. 
Mr. MeMULLIN. I object. | 
The SPEAKER. Itisa privileged motion. | 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I submit the following | 


Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
sage shall cease in one hour after the House shall again 


ef the Union, if the committee shall not sooner come to a 
conclusion upon the same; and the committee shall then | 
proceed to vote upon the resolutions referring the same to | 
the standing committees of the House, and such amend- 
ments as may be pending or offered to the same. 


cided that the resolution was lost, when 


The question was taken; and the Speaker de- 


Mr. CAMPBELL withdrew it. 
The question was then taken on the motion that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 


state of the Union; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
(Mr. Mace in the chair.) 

PRESIDENT S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

The CHAIRMAN. The subject under con- | 
sideration when the House was last in Committee | 
of the Whole was the President’s annual message, 
and upon that matter the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Pe is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BRENTON commented on that portion 
of the message which has reference to the subject 
of slavery. He had no doubt that the language 


| used would give relish to the argument in some | 


|| sections of the country, and among acertain class 
a bill of that character which is kept before the || 


| upon the stars and stripes of the country as they 


| 


of his followers; but to those who had looked 


were thrown to the breeze, to serve as a warning 

to the tyrant and a token of liverty to the captive, | 
the views maintained in the message were unac- | 
countably strange. To show the fallacy of the | 
President’s argument, that the ordinance of 1787 

was superseded by the Constitution, he referred | 
to facts drawn from the history of the Northwest | 
Territory and the legislation of Congress in ref- 

erence thereto. From the exercise by Congress | 
of the power to enforce that ordinance he deduced | 


| their power to prohibit slavery in the Territories 


| generally; and quoted from the lecture delivered 


| 





draw that motion for a moment, that I may make | 


areport from the Committee on Naval Affairs, | 


by Senator Toomss in Boston to show that he 


‘| occupied a position directly opposite to that of 
| the b 


resident. The speech will be found in the | 
Appendix. 

Mr. WARNER obtained the floor, but yielded | 
to | 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia, who moved that the 
committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. | 

So the committee rose: and the Speaker having | 
resumed the chair, the Chairman of the commit- | 
tee reported that the committee had had under | 
consideration the annual message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and had come to no 
conclusion thereon. 


|| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the || 


JURORS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. | 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. 
consent of the House to consider a bill which has 
passed the Senate, and which has been consid- 


{ ask the unanimous | 


ered by the Committee on the Judiciary, and been | 


reported back to the House with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass without any amendment. It is 
a bill merely to put the jurors of the District of 


| 
| 
| 


that it may be referred to the Committee of the || Columbia on the same footing as the jurors in the | 


Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
yield a moment for that 


urpose. 
Mr. BENSON, then, 


i} 
| 
I have no objection to | 


y unanimous consent, | 


States. 
There being no objection, 
Mr. MARSHALL reported back from the 


* 


697 


So entin 


amendatory of an act entitled **An act to rerwate 
the fees and costs to be allowed clerks, marshals, 
and attorneys in the circuit and district courts of 
the United States, and for other purposes, *” 

The question being on ordering the bill to be 
read a third time, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said: I ask for a 
division on that question. Il want to see whether 
we have enough members here to pass the bill. 

Mr. FLORENCE called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Florence 
and Wape were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 103, noes 19. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for the yeas and nays; 
so that the bill may be read again, that members 
may know what it is. 


Mr. VAIL. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move that when the House adjourns to- 
day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. FLAGLER. On that motion I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I want to know whether 
the bill has not been ordered to be read a third 
time ? 

The SPEAKER. 

ending. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
vided on it? 

The SPEAKER. The decision has not been 
announced. Pending that question it was in 
order to move to adjourn. 

ry 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FLORENCE. In order to give time for 
reflection, for I do not think that gentlemen 
understand the purpose I had in view in moving 
to adjourn over—to-morrow being Good Friday— 
I withdraw for the present the motion to adjourn 
over. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I renew the motion 
that when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MORGAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COBB called for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 69, nays 62; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Allison, Ball, Hendley 8. 
Bennett, Bishop, Bowie, Broom, Burnett, John P. Camp- 
bell, Bayard Clark, Clawson, Howell Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Dick, Dann, Ed- 
mundson, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall. Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, 
Herbert, Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Knox, Leteher, Mace, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Meacham, Smith Miller, 
Millward, Nichols, Orr, Peck, Pennington, Phelps, Porter, 
Powell, Pringle, Ready, Roberts, Sage, Sandidge, Scott, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Talbott, Underwood, 
Vail, Warner, Ellihu B. Washburne, Weich, Whitney, 
Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—69. 

NAYS-—- Messrs. Barbour, Henry Bennett, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, 
Covode, Cox, Cumback, Damrell, Day, Dean, Dickson, 
Dodd, Emrie, Flagler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Grow, Harlan, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Humphrey Marshall, 
Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Millson, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Mott, Murray, Parker, Pike, Ritchie, Robbins, Sapp, 
Sherman, Spinner, Stranahan, Thorington, Todd, Traften, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, and Woodruff—~ 
62. 

Soit was agreed that when the House adjourns, 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. KNOX announced that his colleague, Mr. 
Norron, had paired off with his colleague, Mr. 
Ricwarpson, who was necessarily kept from his 


No; the question is still 


Has not the House di- 


| seat. 


journ now. 


| 
| 


The question recurred on Mr. Vain’s motion 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the House will net ad- 
I have several bills which I desire to 
introduce, for the purpose of having them re- 
ferred. 


Mr. MARSHALL. I ask that the Chair shall 


| announce the vote upon the third reading of the 


bill upon which the House was acting when the 


| motion was made to adjourn over. 


j 
| 
| 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announced the 
vote; and the yeas and nays were called for and 


Committee on the Judiciary, Senate bill (No. 80) || ordered. 
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Mr. MA RSHALL. Let the yeas and nays 


be taken then. I object to any other business | 


until that is disposed of. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Vatt’s 


motion, and it was agreed to; and thereupon (at | 
twenty minutes ed two o’clock) the House | 


adjourned until Monday next, at twelve o’clock, 


m. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, March 24, 1856. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. | 


The Journal of Thursday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating, Incompliance with a resolution of 


the Senate, information in relation to the printing | 


paid for by the Treasury Department during the | 


year 1855, not exeeuted under the provisions of 
the act of August 26, 1852; which, on motion by 
Mr. Sruart, was referred to the Committee on 
Tinanee. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 


the Senate, information relative to the improve- | 


ment of the bar in the Atchafalaya river; which, | 


on motion by Mr. Sewarp, was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of Edward 


Little, collector of customs, Lemuel Bradford, | 


deputy collector, and Moses Bates, Jr., postmas- | 


ter at Plymouth, Massachusetts, praying for the 
erection of a fire-proof building for the accommo- 
dation of the custom-house and post office at that 
place; and, also, a petition of merchants and 


others, citizens of Plymouth, Massachusetts, for | 


the same object; which were referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Commerce. 
Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of John 


V. Barron, praying for indemnity for losses sus- 


tained by him in the military service of the United 


States during the war of 1812; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Deer Isle, Maine, 
praying for the erection of a light-house on the 


western entrance of that island; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, sixteen petitions of citizens of Maine, and 
three petitions from citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying for the erectioa of a light-house near the 
entrance of Old Harbor, on Swan Island, in the 


State of Maine; which were referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
John Hastings, surveyor and collector of the 
port of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, praying to be 
released from responsibility for an amount of 
public money stolen while in his custody; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the petition of 
Bridget Maher, praying compensation for board- 
ing Cherokee Indians while attending at the seat 
of Governmentin the prosecution of their claims 
against the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


| 


| 


Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens || 


of Washington, in the District of Columbia, pray- 
ing for an act of incorporation for the Citizens’ 


Bank of the District of Columbia, to be located in | 
thatcity; which was referred to the Committee on 


the District of Columbia. 
Mr. PRATT pumaees the memorial of Cad- 
walader Ringgold, a commander in the Navy, 


who has been placed upon the reserved list, pray- | 


ing to be restored to his former position in the 
service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


Also, the memorial of George Adams, a com- | 
mander in the Navy, who has been placed upon | 


the reserved list, praying to be restored to his 
original rank in the Navy; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 
Dorcas Cary, widow of Peter Cary, a soldier in 
the war of 1812, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the memorial of Joseph L. Smith, pray- 
ing that copies of the public documents printed 


| 


by order of Congress and of the Congressional 
Globe may be furnished to each of the common 
schools and school districts throughout the Uni- 
ted States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I present a petition of a 
large number of shipowners, of Portland, in the 
State of Maine, praying for an alteration of the 
law of 1792, concerning the registering and re- 
cording of ships and vessels. They ask for an 
alteration of that provision of the law which ren- 
ders it necessary for every owner to take an oath 
of ownership. The petitioners state the incon- 


| veniences and difficulties which arise from that 


requisition of the act. ‘They pray for an altera- 
tion so far as to render it sufficient that the man- 
aging owner or ship’s husband take the oath with 
reference to the registry of vessels. I move the 
reference of the petition to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

It was so referred. 


Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of first | 
class clerks in the Department of the Interior, | 
praying for an increase of compensation; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented 


resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, 
| 


relative to the improvement of the harbor at Ab- | 
secom, and Great and Little Egg Harbor inlets; 


which were ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New 
Jersey, in favor of the erection of a breakwater at 
Cape May; which were ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 


Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New | 
, -_ 


Jersey, in favor of an appropriation for the better 
preservation of life and property, and the more 
eflicient working of the Government apparatus on 
the New Jersey coast, between Sandy Hook and 
Cape May; which were ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New 
Jersey, in favor of the reinstatement of William 
R. Montgomery in the Army as a brevet lieu- 


tenant colonel, and of granting him a new trial; 


which were ordered to lie on the table,and be 


| printed. 
Also, a resolution of the Legislature of New | 


Jersey, in favor of the adoption of measures for 
relief in cases of shipwreck on the coast of that 
State; which was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition of | 


citizens of Floyd county, lowa, praying for the 


establishment of a mail route from Dubuque to | 


St. Charles, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. PUGH presented a memorial of members 
of the Indiana Yeauy Meeting of Friends, pray- 
ing for permission to purchase other lands in 
addition to those allowed them by the Shawnee 


treaty, to enable them to maintain their school || 
for the instruction of those Indians; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Ohio, pray- 
ing for the adoption of measures to secure the 
construction of a Pacific railroad; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE OF KANGAS. || wag referred the petition of Martha Morris, 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, shortly before I 


left home to attend to the present session of Con- || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








gress, | received a letter, signed by members of | 
ss, I eived a lett ‘ned | t f 


the convention recently assembled at aieen in || 


the Territory of Kansas, asking me if [ would 


| present the constitution that they might form, if 
| they should transmit it to me for that purpose? 


I sentan answer that I would, but T added, ** You 
must not consider’ my willingness to present a 
vetition from American citizens as a pledge that 
| will support your application. Before 1 will 
pledge myself to that, I must look into all the 
circumstances connected with your application, 
your numbers,’’ &c. In conformity with that 


| promise to them, I now present three petitions of 
| citizens of the United States, residents in Leaven- 


worth county, in the Territory of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the immediate admission of that Territory 
into the Union as a State, and the constitution 
which has been adopted; and I move that they be 
referred to the Committee on Territories, and that 
the constitution be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


} 
j 
| 











March 24, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion by Mr. SUMNER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Ebenezer Hitcheock, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pen. 
sions. 


On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was 


| Ordered, That the memorial of the heirs and legal repre- 
| sentatives of Rinaldo Johnson, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. SEWARD. I amrequested by Mr. Isaac 
S. Smith, of Buffalo, New York, to ask that he 
have leave to withdraw his petition and papers, 
| presented to the Senate at the last session, upon 
' which I think there was an adverse report. He 
asks for this leave in order to present the case in 
the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT. Unless there has been 
additional testimony since the adverse report was 
made, it is not in order, under the rules, to with- 
draw the papers. 
| Mr.SEWARD. Iam notaware of there being 
additional testimony. 

The PRESIDENT. 
the motion. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Re- 
becea Halsey, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill for the relief of Rebecca Halsey, widow of 

_Joseph Halsey; which was read a first time, and 
ordered to a second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
Indians Affairs, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Louis Campau, submitted a report asking 
to be discharged from the further consideration 

_of the subject; which was agreed to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Dent, Vantine & Co., 
/ asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that leave be granted to withdraw the 
petition and papers for the purpose of presenta- 
| tion in the House of Representatives; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom several petitions on the 
subject were referred, reported a bill increasing 
the pay of certain officers of revenue cutters 
while serving in the Navy of the United States; 
which was read a first time, and ordered to a sec- 

| ond reading. . 

| He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Purser Samuel 
Forrest, reported a bill for his relief; which was 
read a first time and ordered to a second reading. 
He submitted a report on the subject; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Lowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the memorial of 

_J. L. Elliott, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
| ther consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed 
to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
/was referred the petition of James Davidson, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee 
| on Claims: which was agreed to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 








The Chair cannot receive 


asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands; which was agreed to. 
| He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the resolutions of the Legislature of 
| California, relative to the appointment of pension 
| agents in that State, asked to be discharged from 
_ their further consideration, on the ground that the 
| Secretary of the Interior, by the existing law, has 
power to do what the resolutions ask for. 

The committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject. 
| He also, from the same committee, to whom 
| were referred the petitions of Susannah Codding- 
ton, of John Woodworth, of Joshua Webb, of 
| 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| Reuben Clough, and of Orson Young, submitted 
adverse reports; which were ordered to be printed. 
Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Revo- 


| lutionary Claims, asked to be discharged from 


| the further consideration of the petition of Huldah 
Butler, and that it be referred to the Committee 

_on Pensions; which was agreed to. 

| Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
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Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of | 
Jonas P. Levy, reported the following resolution; | 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and | 
agreed to: | 
Resolved, That the memorial of Jonas P. Levy be referred 
to the Court of Claims, together with all the documents | 
and proofs touching the claim therein referred to, which 
were before the Auditor and Comptroller under the act of 
Congress for the relief of said Levy, passed August 3, 1854, | 
to be considered and decided by the said court, upon said 


documents and proofs, and such other proofs as either party 
may adduce. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on | 
Claims, to whom were referred the opinions of the 
Court of Claims in the cases of Samuel P. Todd 
and others, reported a bill making a propriations 
forthe payment of certain claims; whieh was read 
a first time, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Michael Nash, guard at the District 
Peet asking for additional compensation, 
reported a bill for his relief; which was read a 
first time, and ordered to a second reading. 


RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


Mr. WELLER, from the select committee ap- | 
pointed to consider the subject, reported a bill to 
authorize and facilitate the construction of a rail- | 
road and magnetic telegraph through the Territo- 
ries of the United States, from the Mississippi 
river to the Pacific ocean; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. WELLER. I do not desire to interfere 
with the business now before the Senate, but at 
the same time I am anxious to have this billcon- | 
sidered at an early day. 1 move, therefore, that 
it be made the special order of the day for this | 
day three weeks, at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. | 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING, 


Mr. JOHNSON. Iam authorized by the Com- | 
mittee on Printing to report back the bill which 
was introduced by the Senator from Delaware, 
[Mr. Bayarp,] to provide for the public printing, 
engraving, and binding. It is important that the | 
bill should be before the Senate. “The Committee 
on Printing have been constantly engrossed with 
business from the commencement of the session, 
as the Senate is aware, and have not had time to 
consider this subject thoroughly. It has been 


THE CONGR 





| honorable Senators from Pennsylvania to call up | 





tion that it be withdrawn. It is a bill over which 
we certainly have no jurisdiction; I allude to the 
bill introduced by the Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. James] on Thursday last. If it shall be 
called up, I will offer this resolution: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. No. 180) entitled “ a bill to pre- 


| vent frauds on the revenue, and for other purposes,’ being 


a bill “ for raising revenue,” within the terms and meaning 
of the seventh section of the first article of the Constitution, 
cannot originate in the Senate, and it is therefore ordered 
that the same be withdrawn. 

Mr. STUART. I suggest to the Senator from 
Virginia to postpone the consideration of the res- 
olution until the Senator who offered that bill 
shall be in his seat. 
ojection to that. 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 
On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 


Ordered, That a copy of the House list of Private Claims 
be supplied by the Secretary, out of the copies in his pos- 


|| Session, to each of the judges of the Court of Claims, and 


to the solicitor and clerk of said court. 
DR. KANE’S ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 
Mr. SEWARD. 


Iam under obligation to the 


| the resolution concerning Dr. Kane, merely to 

| have referred to the Committee on the Library a 
substitute which I will offer, and which nobody 

| will debate. as 


Mr. BIGLER. I trust it will be disposed of. 
The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Sewarp’s 
substitute was adopted, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of some legislative 


recognition of the eminent services and success of the re- | 


cent expedition of Dr. Kane to the Arctic regions. 


POST ROUTES IN ARKANSAS. 


Mr. JOHNSON submitted the following reso- 
lutions; which were considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a 


|| route from Chicala, Yell county, Arkansas, up Chicala Val 


ley, via Pleasant Valley post office, Shoal Creek post office, 
Morrison’s Bluff post office, to intersect at Roseville, Frank 
lin county, Arkansas. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing by 


|| law a post route from Desarc, Prairie county, to Oakland, 


| St. Francis county, Arkansas; and report by bill or other 


impossible for us to give to the bill that consid- || 


eration which it requires, and we therefore report | 
neither for nor against it; but will take occasion, 

as it is a bill of the highest public importance, to 

express our opinions in regard to it during its 

consideration. We hope, under these circum- | 
stances, the report may be received, together with 
a statement of facts submitted by the superin- 
tendent of public printing on the subject of the 
bill, which we present with the original bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senate, under the 
circumstances, as the bill is certainly of public | 
importance to the country, whether I be right or | 
wrong, to give me an opportunity of obtaining the 
judgment of the Senate on it. I therefore move 
to make it a special order for the third Monday | 
in April. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOHN TUCKER. 

Mr. YULEE. lam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Claims, to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of John Tucker, to report a bill for his relief. 
It is a very small matter. The same bill which 
is reported by the committee now has been passed | 
two or three tynes by the Senate; and I am di- | 
rected to ask for its consideration now. Its object 
is to correct a mistake, by which the name of a 
private was put upon the roll as a chaplain, and 
therefore has received no pay. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and | 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 

roposes to direct the Secretary of Warto pay to 
Sohn Tucker the amount to which he would have | 
been entitled under the act ‘* providing payment 
for certain military servicesin Florida,’’ approved 
March 3d, 1845, if his name appeared on the roll 
as a private in Major Isaac Garrison’s command. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


ORIGINATION OF REVENUE BILLS. 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I wish to call | 
up a bill for the purpose of submitting a resolu- | 
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wise. 
REVOLUTION IN NICARAGUA. 


Mr. SEWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if, in his opinion, compatible with the public inter- 
est, to communicate to the Senate all the information he 
has concerning the revolutionary proceedings which have 
recently occurred in Nicaragua, and especially concerning 


the recent seizure of property of the Nicaragua Transit | 


Company. 
MILWAUKIE CUSTOM-HOUSE BUILDING. 


Mr. DODGE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 


| sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Postmaster General be requested to report to the Senate, 
whether the building authorized to be constructed at Mil- 
waukie, Wisconsin, for custom-house, post office, United 
States court rooms, and other purposes, is sufficiently large 
to accommodate the different branches of the publie ser- 
vice for which it was designed, and such further informa- 
tion in regard thereto as they may deem proper. 


REPORTERS GALLERY. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he hereby | 


is, instructed to exclude all persons, except reporters, from 


the seats appropriated in the Senate gallery for the use of 


reporters. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SUMNER, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 


to amend an act entitled ‘* Anact relating to pas- | 
| senger ae and vessels,’’ approved March 2, 


1819; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BIGLER, in pursuance of previous no- 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill for the construction of suitable buildings for 
the courts of the United States for the eastern 
district of Pennsylvania and the post office, at 
Philadelphia; which was read twice by its title, 
and placed on the Calendar. 


I suppose there will be no | 
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DEFICIENCY BILL. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives (H.R. No. §8) to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1856; the pending ques- 
tion being on the following sional offered 
by Mr. Prart, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: 


For repairs of the navy-yard and upper bridges of the 
eastern branch of the Potomac river, $5,000, 


Mr. ADAMS. When the Senate adjourned 
the other day, with this amendment pending, 
there was no quorum voting. I now ask for the 
yeas and nays upon it, 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER, I rise to appe al to the Sen- 
ator from Maryland to withdraw the amendment. 
It is a controverted one; and, if he persists in de- 
siring the action of the Senate upon it, | must 
move to amend it by inserting a provision for the 
repair of the Long Bridge. I think that is the 
much more meritorious object of the two; but L 
do not think that appropriations for either should 
be introduced into the deficiency bill. 1 do not 
wish to enter on this contest now; but Lam un- 
willing to vote on this amendment until 1 have 
made an effort to amend it by adding an appro- 
priation for the Long Bridge. | think | can show 
that great injustice will be done to the interests 
of that part of the city by omitting an appropri- 
ation for that bridge and inserting a provision for 
the bridges over the Eastern Branch. I do not 
wish to enter upon the discussion of that ques- 
tion, however, this morning; and, if the Senator 
from Maryland will agree to withdraw his amend- 
ment, we can call it up at some other time. 

Mr. PRATT. The amendment has been moved 
by authority of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia; and as one of that committee I am not 
at liberty to withdraw it. J should be disposed 
to gratify the Senator from Virginia if | were 
acting in my individual capacity; but | am enly 
the organ of the committee. I hope the Senator 
from Virginia will forego his intention of asking 
to amend it by adding an appropriation for the 
Long Bridge, because that, undoubtedly, can 
come up hereafter. It is a proposition that has 
not been reported by any committee; and I do 
not know that it would be in order. 

I will take this opportunity to state, that I hold 
in my hand the original provision, on the part of 
the k'ederal Government, for the purchase of the 
bridges, for the repair of which an appropriation 
is now asked. I will read it: 

‘¢ For the purchase of one or both of the bridges over the 
Eastern Branch, near the city of Washington, at a valua- 
tion to be made in such manner as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may direct, asum not exceeding $30,000, which 
bridge, or bridges, when purchased, shall be free of toll to 
all persons whomsoever, under such regulations as are now 
in force, or as the same may be legaily modified, or added 

| to, in relation to the Potomac bridge opposite said city.’ 
3y what I have just read, you will perceive 
| that this bridge was purchased by the Federal 
Government. It was madea free bridge. There 
is no party authorized to repair it other than the 
Government. The Secretary of the Interior has 
asked for an appropriation in this bill for the pur- 
| pose of repairing it. I think, therefore, that it is 
properly here; and I am requested by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to ask that it 
may be inserted in this bill. i would undoubt- 
edly gratify my friend from Virginia, if I could 
do so; but, as the organ of the committee, I have 
no authority to withdraw the amendment which 
they have directed me to propose. I hope, there- 
fore, that we shall vote on it without further dis- 
| cussion. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the Senator 
from Maryland if there is not an estimate of the 
Secretary of the Interior for the repair of the Long 
Bridge ? 

Mr. PRATT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. ThenI will move to amend 
his amendment to make it conform to that esti- 
mate. I will observe, in regard to this amend- 
ment to the amendment, that the repair of the 
Long Bridge is of much more importance to the 
inhabitants of this city than the repair of the 

| bridges over the Eastern Branch. It connects the 
city with avenues which bring to it a much larger 
| portion of its supplies than are brought across 
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the bridges over the Eastern Branch. If we are 
to have a railroad connection with Alexandria, 
(which seems to be designed,) the site of the Long 
Bridge is certainly the most eligible point over 
which the railroad could be carried. 


We must | 


remember also that we cannot remedy the incon- | 


veniences which would be occasioned by suffer- | 


ing this Long Bridge to go down, by 
another bridge aboveGeorgetown. lL understand 


muilding | 


that there is urgent necessity for some repair to | 


make it useful. 
one bridge, it seems to me that we should also 
pass an appropriaiion for the other. 


If we pass an appropriation for | 


I say that to build another bridge above George- | 


town would not remedy the inconveniences com- 
plained of. [It would cut us off from that system 
of roads in Virginia which has been made in ref- 
erence to this bridge. It would not give us all 
the facilities for communication with Alexandria, 
and with the long line of travel North and South 
which we should have if the Long Bridge were 
selected as part of the route, because the distance 
would be increased if we were compelled to zo 
round by Georgetown, and, as T understand, the 
expense of the raiiroad would be greatly en- 
haneed. 

I know that objections have been made to the 


Long Bridge on the ground that it has inflicted | 


an injury on Georgetown. The general idea pre- 


vails that it is owing to that bridge that the mud | 


flat above it has accumulated, and that a portion 
ofthe channel through which vessels go to Guaiee- 
town has been filled up. Now itso happens that 
this morning I was looking over the old charts 


of the river,and I find that, according to the chart | 
of 1792, there was nomore water in that channel | 
through which vessels now pass under the Long | 


Bridge than there is at present. I find that at 
that time the mud flat was inexistence, both above 
and below the bridge. I discover that, by the 
report of an engineer, Colonel Hughes, in 1832, it 
was recommended to build the causeway which 
forms part of the structure of Long Bridge, for 
the purpose of forcing the water through a nar- 
rower boeed: toclose up what was called Squash 
channel, and,to keep open that channel now used 
by vessels going to Georgetown. So far from 
being an injury, in the opinion of engineers it has 
been a benefit to the commerce of Georgetown. 
Colonel Abert, who hada survey made under the 
order of the Government by one of the officers of 
his department, reports that whatever injury has 
— has been caused by an improvement 
made by Georgetown itself, connecting Analos- 
tan, or Mason’s Island, with the Virginia shore. 
It will be found by reference to the chart, that the 
bar which has formed, and upon which vessels 
usually lodge, being opposite the mouth of what 
iscalled Gravelly Creek, is a bar which has formed 
at the end of Mason’s Island, and does not com- 
municate with or touch the mud flat which is 
erroneously supposed to have been occasioned by 
this bridge. 

Now, sir, when we look at these facts, demon- 
strated by maps and by the reports of engineers, 
and when we consult their opinions, especially 
the opinion of Colonel Abert, who declares that 
the injury complained of by Georgetown was not 
oceasioned by dhe Long Bridge, but by the George- 
town improvement, connecting Mason’s Island 
with the main land, it seems to me that it would 
be inflicting a very unnecessary injury on the city 
of Washington—to say nothing of the citizens of 
Virginia on the other side, whose roads have been 
constructed with reference to this bridge, it having 
been there, I think, since 1809—to permit it now 
to go down. 

But let us suppose that the citizens of George- 
town are right; and that it is owing to the Long 
Bridge that the mud flat has accumulated, then I 
say it results from that portion of it which is 
called the ‘causeway,’ if it results from anything; 
and it would not help the citizens of Georgetown 
to permit the bridge to go down unless we should 
take away the causeway. If we were to take 
away the causeway, the bridge might still be 
maintained in that place on piers. You will find, 
in the reports of he engineers, that they have 
more than once given the opinion that such a 
bridge would not increase the quantity of sedi- 
ment which is deposited upon this flat. If the 
people of Georgetown are nght, you cannot rem- 
edy the inconveniences of which they complain 


| Georgetown. 


| should do that, a bridge on piers can dono harm. 


It is manifest that this is the point at which the 


bridge ought to be made, if we are to have a | 


bridge connecting Washington with the Virginia 
shore. 
You will not, therefore, accomplish any good 


for the people of Georgetown by rejecting this || 


appropriation, if you permit the causeway to 
remain; and it is the opinion of competent engi- 
neers that it would be an injury to the navigation 
of the river to remove the causeway. It was 
placed there for the especial purpose of forcing 
the water into a narrower channel, and keeping 
open that channel by which vessels approach 
Originally there were three chan- 
nels, called the Washington channel, the Squash 
channel, and the channel on the Virginia shore; 
and it was on the opinion of engineers that this 
causeway was interposed, stopping up two of 
the channels and forcing the water through the 
third. In the report of the very last survey 
which was made, we find the opinion expressed 
by Colonel Abert, that the injury was occasioned, 
not by the Long Bridge, and not by its causeway, 
but by the causeway from Mason’s or Analostan 
Island to the Virginia shore—an improvement 
made by the citizens of Georgetown long ago. 


Mr. PRATT. The Senator from Virginia will | 
allow me to ask him which was built first—the 


bridge or the causeway? 

Mr. HUNTER. The causeway from Analos- 
tan Island was built first undoubtedly. I have 
before me a chart, drawn in 1792, of the mud flat. 


I see upon it the route of the Long Bridge; and | 
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it appears that this mud flat had formed not only | 


for some distance below, but for a long distance | 


above, before the Long Bridge was built. It | 


appears, too, that at the point where the Long 


| Bridge crosses, and for some distance above it, 
| there was then the same depth of water that there 


is now. Indeed, if there be any difference, it is 
a little deeper now than it was then; it is deeper 
nearer to the Virginia shore. 
this chart, that, at that time, before this causeway 


was erected, there was no bar below Mason’s | 
Island; but in the survey of 1838, which was | 


after the causeway had been constructed by the 
citizens of Georgetown, we find the bar extend- 


ing from the end of Mason’s Island almost to the | 
It is on | 


mouth of what 1s called Gravelly creek. 
that bar that vessels stop; and that bar does not 
touch or communicate with the mud flat, which 
has been supposed to have been occasioned by 
the Long Bride, and which is the cause of com- 
plaint to the people of Georgetown. So Colonel 
Abert has reported. It is his opinion that it is 
that bar, which is manifestly caused by the im- 
provement at Mason’s Island, and not by the 
heer Bridge, which has done the mischief com- 
plained of; and this is confirmed by the chart, 
which shows that there is no communication be- 
tween them. 

If the facts be as I have stated, what is the in- 
jury occasioned to Georgetown by this bridge? 
Simply the delay which occurs to vessels passing 
through the draw. Why, sir, how many towns 
of far greater commerce than Georgetown are 
approached through a draw-bridge? I believe 
that the commerce of the city of Cork is ap- 

roached through a draw-bridge, and that draw- 
ridge was made with wings for the very purpose 
of doing what the engineer sought here—to nar- 
row and deepen the channel by forcing a greater 
ney of water through it. I believe myself 
that, so far from benefiting Georgetown by the 
destruction of this causeway, we should only 
open the two other channels of which I have 
spoken; and the effect would be that the sediment 
would be deposited in them all, and they would 
have less water in that which they are now using. 
If this be truae—and we have the testimony of the 
engineers that this mud flat existed long before 
that bridge was erected; we have the testimony 
not only of those maps, but also of some of the 
oldest citizens of this place—if it be true, why 
should we destroy this facility of communicating 
with the Virginia shore at the most eligible point 
in order to remedy a mere imaginary grievance 
of Georgetown? On the contrary, believe it 
would not only do Georgetown no good, but 
would be an injury to her if you were to take 
away that causway of which she is complaining, 
and divide the water between the three several 


It appears from | 
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I hope, therefore, that if the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland should be adopted, it wil] 
be amended asI propose; but even if so amended 
I am still of the same opinion which I before ex. 
pressed in regard to the place in which the appro- 
priation should be made. I do not think it ought 
to be made in this bill, and I will not vote to put 
it upon this bill, even if amended as I propose; 
but if one should pass the other ought also to be 
passed. There is far more necessit —far more 
justice in repairing the Long Bridge, because it is 
much more important to the city of Washington 
than the bridges over the Eastern Branch. That 
has received some injury lately, and is in greater 
need of a than are the bridges over the East- 
ern Branch. 

Mr. BROWN. I hope the amendment pro- 
osed by my friend from Virginia will not prevail, 
ndependently of all the considerations heretofore 

urged, I think it is high time that Congress 
should quit patching up that old bridge. If we 
intend to have a bridge across the Potomac, let 
us now, when the Government has plenty of 
means, build a bridge of the proper kind, and in 
the right place. So long as you continue to ap- 
propriate money to patch up that miserable old 
rickety concern, it will stand there a disgrace to 
the nation and an offense to everybody in Wash- 
ington, and about the seat of Government. 

My friend from Virginia has been looking at 
documents on this subject, but I think he could 
have obtained more reliable testimony by simply 
consulting those who see the bridge every day. 
The opinion of the old inhabitants of George- 
town and of many in Washington is, that since 
the construction of that bridge, the flat which is 
represented on the chert of 1792 has filled up, and 
that, while then it was a flat under the water se]- 
dom subjected to the rays of a summer’s sun, it 
has now been raised by the action of the water 
and the accumulation of mud until with every 
flowing of the tide it is exposed. That I under- 
stand to be the complaint. It is not denied that 
there was a flat there before, but it was generally 
covered with water until after this bridge was built. 
Therefore the deductions from the chart do not 
meet the points of complaint. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will look at 
the chart he will observe that it was marked as 
a large mud flat, which was in process of being 
formed before the bridge was put there. Whether 
the bridge was placed there or not, it would have 
risen with each year’s accretion; and I will state 
that it had risen to such an extent that I under- 
stand Doctor Thornton sought to patent the land 
on that same flat. 

Mr. BROWN. Buthe did not do it; and that 
is a sufficient answer to the point. Whatever 
may be the facts, it is at least true that the city of 
Georgetown above this bridge has never ceased 
to complain of its existence there, not only on 
account of the accumulation of mud on the flat 
above the bridge, but on account of its serious 
interruption to their commerce. [ hear no con- 
sideration urged by my friend from Virginia why 
the bridge should remain there, except that it is 
convenient to the people of Virginia residing in 
its neighborhood; that it isa little nearer for them 
to 4, es Washington by the bridge than to 
come by way of Georgetown. If the commerce 
of a growing city is seriously damaged by the 
bridge at that point, it seems to me that the 
eople on the other side of the river might be sub- 
Jected to the slight inconvenience of going a mile 
or two further, rather than keep the bridge there 
seriously embarrassing the commerce of that city. 
[ am not opposed to connecting the two shores 
of the river by a bridge. On the contrary, I am 
in favor of it. Ihave always thought it proper 
to do that, and I stillthink so. I have not exam- 
ined the charts with sufficient accuracy to say 
where the bridge ought to be placed. Ido not 
know that, upgn a critical investigation of the 
subject, I should not be in favor of constructing 
another bridge at this point, if it shall be shown, 
as the gentleman from Virginia assumes, that it 
is neither detrimental to the health nor injurious 
to the commerce of Georgetown and those who 
reside above it; but if the complaints made < 
the people of Georgetown be true, as stated, 

will oppose reconstructing any sort of a bridge 
at that point. It is not, however, precisely for 


that reason that 1 oppose this Goopontor: I 
’ 


regarding 


object to mending the old bridge at 
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it as a mere waste of money to do so. If we 
intend to build a bridge of the proper kind, as I 
said before, let us appropriate the money, and 


build it in the proper manner, and in the right | 


place. pid 

Mr. RUSK. 
offered by the Senator from Virginie. From his 
remarks, and the authorities he hes furnished, I 


feel perfectly satisfied that there is no foundation | 
for the complaint which has been made as to the |! 


inconvenience resulting from the Long Bridge, 
nor for the charge that it has created a mud flat 
in the river. 
causeway, Which I understand has been made by 
the citizens of Georgetown, from Mason’s Island 
to the other bank, has thrown the water from the 
channel upon this flat, and, as a matter of course, 
has left deposits there. That, I apprehend, is the 


fact; and this idea is sustained by the chart made | 


outin 1792. Itis very reasonable that such should 
be the case. While the channel was open on the 
other side of Mason’s Island, the an and sand 
from above would partly go through that channel; 
but as soon as the causeway was made from 
Mason’s Island, the western channel being closed, 
it of course threw the whole sediment into the 
main channel, and hence it would lodge on the 
flat. For this reason, the argument, that the flat 
has been caused by the Long Bridge, falls to the 
ground, according to my apprehension; but I do 
not think that the other argument used by the Sena- 
tor from Mississippiis sufficient. He says thatthe 
veople of Virginia living contiguous to the Long 
bridge, and the people of Alexandria, should be 
forced to go two or three miles out of their way, 
in order to build up the commerce of Georgetown. 

Mr. BROWN. Not to build itup, but to pre- 
vent its obstruction. 

Mr. RUSK. 
it does obstruct it. 

Mr. BROWN. 
town are the best judges of that matter. They 
maintain, toa man, that it does obstruct their 
commerce. 

Mr. RUSK. I think I can perceive another 
motive which they mayhave. It would bea very 


convenient thing for the people of Georgetown | 


to force the entire travel between the North and 
South through their town. Now, sir, I have 
never been in favorof incommoding a whole com- 
munity forthe benefit of any particular city. [ 


have never known of a little two-horse town that | 


did not want to change every road in the neigh- 
borhood, and subject the whole community to a 
very large tax in order that they might grow up 
into an important place. 
liberally for Georgetown out of the public Treas- 


ury, for it is part of the District of Columbia, for | 


which we are the exclusive legislators; but | can- 
not support the people of that town in an attempt 
to incommode not only the citizens of Alexandria, 
and of Virginia, who live in the vicinity of this 
bridge, upon the hypothesis that their commerce 
is injured by it, but also to incommode the whole 
travel between the North and South. I shall, 
therefore, vote for the amendment of my friend 
from Virginia. 


Mr. PRATT. The Senator from Texas says | 


'| always asking for its removal. Whenever any 


he has been entirely satisfied by the argument and 
authorities of his friend from Virginia. 
think m 
dispose 


There is a question as to whether | 


I think the people of George- | 


I am willing to vote | 


[ shall vote for the amendment | 


I can readily understand that the || 





| it is utterly impossible to attribute it properly to 
that causeway. The island itself is situated op- 
posite the western portion of Georgetown, and 
the causeway is from the western part of that 
island to the Virginia shore. How tis it possible 
that by obstructing the channel which formerly 
| ran west of that island you would create a bar east 
of it? There is no engineer, who has practical 
sense, who would advance such an idea. There 
is no engineer on earth, with all the science he 
can bring to bear on the subject, who could con- 
| Vince a practical man of any such thing, Here 
isa body of water which, prior to the construction 
of the causeway, ran on both sides of the island. 
| A causeway was made west of the island. What 
|| was the consequence? It prevented any portion 
| of the volume of water which came down the 
| Potomac river from going west of that island,and 
threw it all down the course which it now runs. 
Therefore I cannot conceive how it is possible, by 
throwing the whole volume of water in one chan- 
| nel, to create a bar there. The idea is incon- 
| sistent with another portion of the argument of 
| the Senator from Virginia, in which he supposed 
that, by making a partof the Long Bridge in such 
a manner that water could not pass under it, and 
| thereby throwing the whole volume of water into 
|} a smaller channel, you would keep open the 
channel. That was the object of the citizens of 
| Georgetown when they erected the causeway 
from Mason’s Island. It was rational to suppose 
that when, instead of suffering the water to go 
|| west of that island, they threw it all east of the 
island, and thus forced itthrough a narrower chan- 
nel, they would tend to keep the channel open? 
The idea is advanced by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia himself in his argument in reference to the 
effect of the Lone Bridge. 

It is a very material fact in this investigation, 
| that the causeway at Mason’s Island was built 
| before the erection of the Long Bridge. After the 
erection of the causeway, and prior to the con- 


| to the navigation of the Potomac at this point. 
The proposition of the Senator from Virginia 
strikes meassingular. Headmits, that when this 
causeway was built, five or ten years before the 
erection of the bridge, there was no obstruction, 
and none existed until the bridge was made; yet 
he attributes the subsequent obstruction not to 
the bridge, but to the causeway! ‘That is the 
argument of the Senator from Virginia, with 
which my friend from Texas seems to be so readily 
satisfied. ‘The causeway was erected eight or ten 





ears before the bridge. Befure the bridge ex- 
isted there was no obstruction. The obstruction 
commenced at the period of the erection of the 
bridge, and has existed ever since. Now, is it 





lf so, I | 
friend from Texas must have been pre- | 
to be satisfied; for I do not think the | 


chart or the argument of the Senator from Vir- | 


ginia shows that the statement made by the hon- 


orable chairmag of the Committee on the District | 


of Columbia [Mr. Brown] was erroneous. Now 
let us look at this question. I went to school in 
that town when I was a boy, and at that period 
vessels of a large tonnage came up there every 
day in the week. The channel has become ob- 


structed since then. The honorable Senator from | 


Virginia says that the obstruction has been occa- 
sioned by the causeway from Analostan or Ma- 
son’s Island to the Virginia shore. 
is impossible. 
upper or western portion of Georgetown. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


now that he does not. The bar which stops the 
vessels is a bar formed at the lower end of Ma- 


son’s Island, which did not exist until that cause- | 
way was thrown over by Georgetown; and that || 


bar does not touch the mud flat which is com- 
plained of. 


Q Surely, that | 
Mason’s Island is opposite the | 


If the Senator will look at | 
the chart, he will understand me; it is obvious | 


not a false argument to attribute the obstruction 
|to the causeway, and not to the bridge, when 
before the building of the bridge there was no ob- 
struction at all? 

But again, Mr. President, as the chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia has 
very correctly said, from the time when the bridge 
was erected the people of Georgetown have been 





accident has happened to it, there has been resist- 
ance here to any appropriation for its repair. 
Now, | submit that, as a general rule, the people 
are best acquainted with their own interests; and 
when you find a unanimity of opinion in a com- 
munity with reference to an injury to themselves, 
you may safely assume that they judge correctly. 

There is another view of the subject which has 
not been adverted to. It is known to all of us 
that the presidential mansion is uninhabitable 


| for a portion of the year, because of the sickness 


occasioned by this bridge. They have put perma- 
nent abutments at the end of the bridge on each 
side, which collect the mud; and [ have seen, 
during the last three years, seventy acres of mud, 
in the summer time, exposed to the heat of the 
sun. The miasma arising from this has occa- 
sioned unhealthiness in all that portion of the 
city, and a in and about the executive 
mansion. s there are many aspirants on this 
floor for the honor of a residence in that mansion, 
| [laughter,] I submit that there is a personal ar- 
gument with many Senators why they should 
not vote for an appropriation to keep this nuisance 
| in existence. 


struction of the bridge, there was no obstruction | 
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Mr. PRATT. I will show conclusively that |! stroying the Long Bridge, we shall interfere with 


the system of roads in Virginia made with refer- 
ence to the location of this bridge. Now, the 
Committee on the District of Columbia have under 
consideration a proposition to build a permanent 
bridge at the head of tide-water, at some rocks 
which are called the Three Sisters, just above 
Georgetown. The Senator from Texas supposes 
that it would be very wrong to inconvenience the 
people of Alexandria by making them go two or 
three miles round Georgetown, to come to Wash- 
ington. The fast is, that, if a bridge be erected 
there, they will have a shorter distance to travel 
in order to get here. If I recollect rightly the 
distance from that point, we shall bring Alexan- 


| dria in closer propinquity to Washington by the 


bridge we propose to erect, than is at present the 
case. 

Mr. HUNTER. Where is that bridge to be? 
: Mr. PRATT. At the Three Sisters. There 
is already a road from the west end of the cross- 


| ing at Mason’s Island to Alexandria, and from 


Georgetown to Alexandria, that is the nearer road; 
so that we get rid of that objection. 

Again, sir, there is not an attempt on the part 
of Georgetown—as the Senator from Texas sup- 
yoses—to accumulate all the travel through it. 
There was a proposition pending, which was 
voted down at the last session, but which will be 
presented again, on the part of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company, asking to be permitted 
to extend their road to Alexandria, not by going 
through Georgetown, but by crossing the eastern 
branch of the Potomac river, then going down 


| the valley of the Potomac, and crossing the river 


at Alexandria. That is one connection with the 
Virginia system of railroads which is proposed 
to be made, and which I take it for granted will 
be permitted to be made by the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company. 

I can, therefore, see no inconvenience in voting 
to pull this bridge down, and to put it in a place 


| which will not interfere with the health of the 


people of Washington, and those who come here 
in a public capacity, and those who are obliged 


| to live here permanently, and which will not in- 


terfere with the navigation of the Potomac river, 
I think it is our duty todoso. | hope the amend- 
ment of the honorable Senator from Virginia will 
not prevail. I have only to ask that the yeas 
and nays may be taken upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I take an in- 


terest in this subject, not for the reason assigned 


| by the honorable Senator who last addressed 


| of Washington who are connected with 


the Senate—not because I feel concerned in re- 
gard to the White House in the western part 
of the town—but because [ am already a house- 
holder there, and have been brought into com- 
munication with citizens both of Georgetown and 
this 
question; and, without any detailed argument, I 
will state the conclusion at which I have arrived 
under the circumstances in which I have been 
placed. 

I think there ought to be some good communi- 
cation between that portion of Washington and 
the Virginia side'of the river. ‘That the Long 
ridge which is there now, and has been standing 


| there for fifty years, is not such a structure as is 


required by the dignity of the capital, or as is 
required by the increasing commerce of George- 


| town and Washington, is perfectly apparent. [tis 


alleged, also, that it isa cause ofAhe obstructions 
to the navigation. ‘That point is disputed; and 
[am unprepared to determine the question for 
myself upon any demonstration which is now 
before the Senate. Therefore, I think it rghtto 
reserve that question unul we shall have a report 
from the War Department in answer toa resolu- 
tion which the Senate, at my instance, were kind 
enough to adopt only a few days ago, asking the 


| Department for information on the subject, and 


for the opinions which the Department entertains. 
When that report is here, and we have the facts 


| before us, we shall be prepared, | think, to con- 


sider the question in the aspect in which is in- 
volved the navigation of the river. Inthe mean 
time, [see no reason why an appropriation should 
be made for the Long Bridge in any event; be- 
cause, independently of that question, I think all 
men will agree that itis due from Congress to 


|| throw over the river, at an unobjectionable point, 


The Senator from Virginia says that, by de- | if such a one can be found, a suspension bridge, 
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or some other structure that will not interfere with 
the navigation, and will not at all create any ap- | 
prehensions about the public health. 

For these reasons I shall vote against the amend- 
ment to the amendment; and, in regard to the 
original proposition offered by the Committee on 
the Distict of Columbia for the — of the 
bridges over the Eastern Branch, I shall vote for 
it, relying on the discretion which they have ex- 
ercised in recommending the appropriation, if | 
there be no objection to its application to the pres- | 
ent bill, of kick I am not informed. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, this is nota 
new subject. I think the sense of the Senate has | 
been taken on it more than once, and in every in- 
stance there has been a strong decisive vote in 
opposition to the Long Bridge. I am opposed to 
it as a nuisance to the publichealth. It seems to | 
me impossible that there should be an obstruction 
of that kind placed in the river at that point which 
would not be a nuisance to the public health. I 
believe this to be the opinion of the inhabitants 
who are intimately acquainted with the subject, 
and who know poustitaly what the operation has 
been. 

Sut, sir, lam opposed to it still more strongly 
because in itself it is unjust to the people of | 
Georgetown, They live on a broad, navigable 
river, with a harbor accessible heretofore by ves- 
sels of large size. Whathas Congressdone? You 
have thrown a bridge across that river; you have 
depreciated the property of the inhabitants of 
Georgetown; you have deprived them of the priv- | 
ileges which belong to them from nature, without 
the interference of man. If it were proposed here 
to throw a bridge across one of the harbors of Vir- 
ginia, no member of this body would denounce it 
in stronger terms than my friend before me, [Mr. 
Huwrer.| Suppose it were proposed to throwa 
bridge across the harbor of New York, across 
the harbor of Charleston, or across any other 
harbor, or across any river, below the head of 
navigation, and, in such a way as to impede nav- 
igation, to block up to a certain extent the high- 
way which nature had provided for those dwell- 
ing on its banks—who would not resistit? It is 
not right; it is not doing justice to the people of 
Georgetown; and | am opposed to every interfer- 
ence of this sort, here or anywhere else. 

Jesides, 1 think there ought to be a bridge at 
Georgetown. Georgetown 1s a part of the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia, and its people are entitled to 
a connection with Virginia. ‘There are points 
there where a bridge can be constructed which | 
will not interfere with the rights of navigation, 
and that bridge may be the medium of commu- 
nication, winter and summer, between the North 
and South by railroad communication. I per- | 
ceive that there is a labored attempt to direct the 
connection between the northern and southern 
railroads, by a railroad bridge across the Potomac 
below the city of Georgetown, and then you | 
must have in that bridge an opening for vessels 
to pass; you must notonly cut off the navigation | 
of the inhabitants of Georgetown, but you must | 
expose the whole public to the danger of plung- 
ing into the river; whereas, if you cross by way | 
of Georgetown you give this city and the public, 
North and South, the benefit of a permanent com- 
munication, ‘This, if you have reference to the 
future, will be altogether more important than | 
any consideration connected with the present site | 
of the Long Bridge. 

But, sir, independently of this view, [am en- | 
tirely opposed to the old bridge, as doing great 
injustice to the people of Georgetown, who are 
entitled to look to us for the protection of their 
natural rights. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I ought not 
to be silent on this oceasion, because my mind 
has been thoroughly made up on this question. | 
‘This subject has been twice before the Committee | 
on the Judiciary, and I have come to a conclu- 
sion—and against a weight of authority in favor 
of Washington and opposed to Georgetown— 
that the Long Bridge ought not to stand. When 
my frend from Virginia, the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, undertakes to maintain 
that it is no obstruction to navigation, he does so | 
in accordance with the convictions of his own 
nnd, from such evidence as has been presented |, 
to him. L undertake to say, however, from the | 
evidence which has been presented to my mind, | 
that it is not only an obstruction, but it is one of | 











those obstructions that must ultimately result in 
building up Washington at the expense of 
Georgetown. I believe that, ifthere were no bridge 
there atall,inacommercial point of view George- 
town would have the advantage of Washington 
in some respects. If in this contest the parties 
were changed; if the numbers, the wealth, and 
the influence exercised through the city of Wash- 
ington were transferred to Georgetown, that 
bridge would come down in a day. As it is, 
Georgetown is weak, and the bridge remains. 

It is said that this bridge is no obstruction. I 


shall not go into all the details of the evidence 
| which has been before the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary; but this palpable view may be taken of 


|| the subject: Would you prefer to be compelled to 


open a gate, in going to your farm over another 
person’s land, or to have no gate at all? Here is 
a great highway. You may have it arched, and 
you may have all the facile appliances of opening 
and shutting gates, and you may say it is no in- 


| eumbrance, but the civil law regards it as a ** ser- 
| vitude’? when you have to submit to anything of 


that kind. Whengreat highways like the Poto- 


| ; 
mace are obstructed or encumbered, or have any- 
| thing thrown over them calculated to arrest the 


free ingress and egress which nature previously 


allowed, | am not permitted for a single moment 


to doubt the correctness of the conclusion that it 
constitutes an obstruction. Before the Long 


| Bridge was erected, vessels went to Georgetown 
_ that do not gothere now. Throughout the whole 


history of Georgetown and Washington, from the 


| time when that bridge was built, there has been but 


one voice from Georgetown in favor of pulling it 
down, and one voice from Washington to keep 
itup. Thecommentary is afforded by the inter- 


'ests of the parties; and I think the people of 
| Georgetown know very well whether it is an ob- 


struction or not. There has been a constant con- 
test between Washington and Georgetown— 
Washington wishing to keep up the bridge, and 
she will probably succeed, by influence, by evi- 
dence, by argument, by power—I use the word 
**power’’ merely as descriptive of the influence 
which is exercised through public opinion here. 

It is my interest in traveling to have a bridge 


| at or near this point; but it is no great inconveni- 


ence to go round by way of Georgetown. Ithinkit 


iS injustice to the weaker party to proscribe it by 


giving a preference to the stronger in this law suit. 
We are told that the mud flat in the Potomac 


| has not been the result of the Long Bridge. Let 
| any one look at it, as [ have done, at low-water. 


I have seen the accretion of mud there in con- 
sequence of the bridge; it is palpable to the eye. 
When you look at it and notice the drains from 
the hills in the neighborhood, you perceive that 
it must necessarily produce sickness. 

Sir, [know very well—though Lam no prophet— 
that as certainly as you make an appropriation to 


repair the bridge, in three years it will be appro- 

yriated for the purposes of the Alexandria and 
Dalshuees Railroad Company as a railroad high- 
way across the Potomac. Private companies 
will appropriate it, and you will divert all the 
rights which Georgetown has in the navigation 
of the Potomac. 

I have endeavored, Mr. President, to be impar- 
tial in the examination of this question; I have 
consulted my judgment, and Lam satisfied —with- 
out going into the details of the evidence—that it 
is not only an obstruction, but a proscription, of 
the commercial advantages which Georgetown 


| would have without it. I shall vote against any- 
| thing that goes to favor the continuance of the 


structure. If [ were to consult the dictates of jus- 
tice and policy, | would pull it down to-morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. I find, sir, that it is much 
easier for gentlemen to come to peremptory con- 
clusions in reference to matters which do not 
very much interest them, than to examine the 
evidence in regard to them. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave examined the evidence. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am very certain that my 
friend was not aware of the fact that the chart of 
1792 shows that the mud existed there long before 
the bridge was formed, and therefore the bridge 
could not have formed the flat. 

Mr. BUTLER. It may have been there, but 
it is very certain that the bridge has helped to 
increase it. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is very certain that if it 
was there before, it was owing to some natural 
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cause, which would have occasioned the deposit 
of sediment there, and would have continued to 
increase without the bridge. 

My friend was not aware of the fact that the 
bar upon which the vessels stop is not occasioned 
by the Long Bridge, but isa bar at the lower end 
of Mason’s Island, occasioned by the causeway 
erected by the people of Georgetown themselves, 
Such is the opinion of engineers—men competent 
to decide such questions. He was not aware, | 
am sure, that, so far from being designed as an 
injury to Georgetown, the causeway of the Lone 
Bridge was constructed for the very purpose of 
aiding them; and that, in 1832, areport was made 
by an officer of the engineer corps, recommending 
the construction of this causeway in order to force 
all the water through one channel, so as to deepen 
it. This was recommended for the welfare of 
Georgetown; and, I believe, on the authority of 
their opinion, that if it were removed to-morrow, 
the effect would be to lessen the depth of water 
in the channel which they are now using, whilst 
it is true it might open two others, always of 
inferior importance, and never much used. If all 
this be so—and I speak not onmy own authority, 
but on that of engineers, and on the authority of 
charts and maps—not only would it be no injury 
to Georgetown to continue this structure, but it 
would be a benefit to her. That it would bea 
benefit to the city of Washington, to the people 
of Virginia, and to those who pursue the great 
line of travel north and south, nobody can doubt. 

The Senator from Maryland (Mr. Pratt] is 
mistaken in supposing that it is as near to go 
around by Georgetown to Alexandria as to cross 
at this bridge. I have the authority of persons 
interested in the railroad for saying so. I know 
that they believe it would increase the cost very 
much to go above Georgetown in order to cross 
the river. But, sir, we are told that we should 
take, as evidence of the fact that they are injured 
by this bridge, the opinions of citizens of George- 
town. It was according to the wishes and the 
opinions of the citizens of Georgetown that a 
causeway was made from Mason’s Island to the 
Virginia shore which has been the reason of the 
injuries which they suffer. They were told at the 
time, as [ understand, by a person cognizant of 
the facts, by the very engineer who made the 
structure, that it would have the effect which has 
ensued from it—-that it would injure instead of 
improving the navigation. 

Vhen we see that, according to the chart, there 
was no bar below Mason’s Island until the cause- 
way was made from the island to the Virginia 
shore; when we ascertain that this bar—the one 
on which the vessels stop—has been constantly 
increasing since the construction of that cause- 
way; when we have the opinion of experienced 
engineers, that it is owing to their own work 
that this bar was occasioned; and when, in ad- 
dition to all this, we find that it does not touch 
the mud flat which adjoins the bridge, but that 
there is a deep channel of water between the bar 
at Mason’s Island and the mud flat, and between 
that bar and the bridge—to what other conclusion 
can we come, than that it was occasioned by their 
own work? That is the very bar from which 
they are suffering; and if the bridge and its cause- 
way were removed, how can we suppose we should 
get rid of the evil of that mud flat?) We know it 
was in process of formation before the bridge was 
put there. But suppose that anything were done 
for the purpose of removing it; and suppose the 
causeway of the Long Bridge were removed; that 
would not be incompatible with a bridge upon 
piers; and the piers of the bridge would not stop 
the sediment. The bridge might still remain 
where it was, if we chose to try the experiment 
of removing the causeway; and if we did, we 
should be acting against the opinion of engineers, 
against the opinion of those who know more 
about such matters than Ido. I know that my 
opinion in regard to such mattersis worth nothing. 
I speak on the authority of the reports of Colonels 
Hughes and Abert, engineers—men selected by 
the Government to act on this subject. 

We must remember that the bridge has been in 
existence ever since 1809; and whatever may have 
been said as to the sense of the Senate, as ex- 
pressed in the last two years, it has been the 
sense of the Government ever since 1809 to keep 
up this bridge. I believe that the public interest 
will require it to be maintained. If you suffer the 
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+ adele to go down, I think the inconveniences | 
which will arise will be such that it will be re- 
newed. If you cause an investigation to be made | 
by engineers and persons competent to decide 
such questions, I believe they will tell you it in- 
flicts no injury on Georgetown, and that the pub- | 
jic interest re quires $ it to remain where itis. It | 
was for that reason that I have proposed the | 
amendment to the amendment. I should never 
have moved it on this bill, if it had not been for 
the fact that the amendment of the Senator from 
Mary land was presente <d. Why do we hear noth- 
ing of obstructions to the navigation of the East- | 
ern Branch by the bridges which the Senator from | 
Mary land proposes to repair? Ships went up the | 
Eastern Branch to Bladensburg thirty or forty, or | 
perhaps fifty years ago. Upon that side we hear 
nothing of obstructions; but here, in regard to a | 
bridge whose utility is sustained by such testimony | 
as I have stated, we are told that, because the 
people of Georgetown happen to be inimical to it, 
we must disregard all the other great interests, 
and put aside the opinions of engineers who have | 
declared that the injury to them was occasioned, | 
not by this bridge, but by their own work—the 
‘auseway from Aualostén Island to the Virginia | 
shore. 
Mr. BRQWN. Ihave no desire to protract 
oo discussion, but | have a few words to say in 
eply to my friend from Virginia. 1 suppose the 
p cm iple will be recognized here, as it has been | 
in the Supreme Court, and by every legisla- | 
tive and judicial tril bunal, I believe,in the Union, | 
if notin christendom, that navigable waters ought | 
not to be obstructed to the detriment of those who 
live above particular points onthem. In the great 
Wheeling bridge case, we know very well that | 
the Supreme Court of the United States ordered | 
the bridge to be taken down because it obstructed 
the commerce of Pittsburg, a point above Wheel- 
ing. That bridge was said by those who con- 
structed it, to be so high that it was no obstruction 
to commerce, for steamboats could pass under it. | 
It turned out, however, in the course of the inves- | 
tigation, that it was ina slight degree an obstruc- | 
tion; that when the chimneys of the boats were 
very high, they had to be taken down in order to 
pass under the bridge. On account of that slight 
obstruction, the Supreme Court ordered the whole 
structure to be removed. Why? Because to that | 
extent it was an interference with the just rights | 
of Pittsburg, a city lying above the bridge. 
We have before us a case in point. George- | 
town is above this bridge. Its citizens complain | 
that the bridge is an obstruction to their com- | 
merce. ‘They have the right—which they derive | 
from their position and from nature—to the navi- | 
gation of the river unobstructed. They say you 
have put a bridge there which does seriously | 
incommode their commerce, and they prove it in 
this way: the only manner in which a vessel of | 
any size can pass the bridge is by going through 
the draw. We have it, on the authority of the 
Senator from Maryland—and it is atteste d by the | 
whole history of the past—that vessels of the | 
largest size did go to Georgetown before you built | 
this bridge. Now vessels of a large size do not 
go there at all, and vessels of small size go in very 
small numbers. The reason which the people of 
Georgetown assigzn—and | submit to the Senate 
whether it is not a sensible reason—is this: the 
draw is so narrow that, if there is the least storm, 
a vessel cannot pass, but must have a steamer to 
pilot her through; and therefore vesselsfexcept | 
where there is a great necessity, do not go above 
the bridge at all, “be scause, if the weather becomes 
stormy, they cannot get out again. We know 
very well that, unless there is a very strong mo- 
tive for it, the owners of vessels will not send 
them into difficult positions like this. Remove | 
your obstruction; put things back as nature fixed | 
them; and then, if vessels go to Georgetown, let 
them go; and if they do not, of course you will | 
not be to blame. Things are not now as they 
were before you put the bridge there. George- | 
town complains dy at you have taken away from | 
her one of her natural advantages; that her com- 
merce has perished in consequence of the action 
of this Government; and she asks you to restore 
her to the position in which nature placed her. | 
I think the request is a reasonable one,and that 
no mere temporary or slight convenience to any 
small body of rsons ought to be consulted in i 
preference to the commercial advantages of an || 


| note it with special pleasure. 


important town. You ought not to » tales’ away 
advantages derived from nature, simply because 
somebody else may be inconvenienced by your 
doing so. What would the people of Alexandria 
say if you propose ‘d to throw a bridge across the 
Potess: 1c below their town? What would my 
friend from Virginia say to that? No doubt we 
should have complaints loud and long; and though 
you might make the draws three times as wide 
as those of this bridge, they would complain that 
it was an obstruction to commerce: that you 
were taking from them advantages which were 
given to the 2m by nature, and with which you 
had no right ‘to interfere. Are not the rights of 
the people of Georgetown as sacred as those of 
the people of Alexandria? And if you may 
rightfully interfere with the one, why not with 
the other? 7 

My friend from Texas suggested that there 
were other reasons influencing the people of 
Georgetown besides the obstruction to their com- 
merce. He intimated that they desired the com- 
mercial advantages to be derived from erecting a 
bridge at their town or above it, so that the travel 
must go there. Possibly there may be interests 
below the bridge, at Alexandria, which are 
against this movement. If the people of George- 
town came here and asked for any special advant- 
ages, or any legislation which was to give them 
an advantage over the people of Alexandria, | 
would deny it to them; but I will not take from 
Georgetown that which is hers, which she de- 
rives from nature, which God Almighty has 
given to her, simply 1 in order that some body else 
may be slightly bene fitted there by. 

I trust that this appropriation will not be made. 
I hope that the Senate w ill pursue the same course 
now which it has done heretofore; that it will 
steadily put its face against the structure. | trust 
the action of the Senate on the question now will 
be a warning to officers of the Government, that 
they are not to do as they have done heretofore 
whenever the bridge gets out of repair—to fix it 
and ask us to foot the bill. I am glad to perceive 
a manifest improvement in this respect, and I 
Heretofore, when 
the bridge got out of order, somebody in Wash- 
ington has assumed the responsibility of putting 
it in good condition; and the question has come 
up, not whether we should repair the bridge, but 
whether we should appropriate money to pay for 
repairs which had been made. Now, lam pleased 
to perceive that the money is asked for before it 
is spent; and if we refuse to give it, the bridge 
will not be repaired; and then the session will not 
pass away until Congress will act wisely, sensi- 
bly, and justly on this question, and will mete 
out to Washington, Alexandria, Georgetown, 
and all other places, that which is their due. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, Mr. President, it seems 
to me that there 1s a very easy way, and in my 
judgment a very proper way, of escaping from 
the diffiec ulty in which we find ourselves; and that 
is by rejecting both of these propositions. Lam 
oppost d to the amendment of the Senator from 
Virginia, and to that of the Senator from Mary- 
land. 

The Senators from Virginia and Mississippi 
seem to assume that we are bound to keep up 
these bridges atthe expense ofthe public Treasury, 
and the argument has proceeded on that suppo- 
sition. Sir, | deny it. I hold that we have no 
more rightto take money from the public Treasury 
to keep up these bridges than to erect and main- 
tain bridges elsewhere. I know very well that 
most people in the cities of W ashington and 
Georgetown live from the drippings of the Treas- 
ury; and we have but to take one step further and 
hand over the public Treasury of the people of the 
United States to the citizens of this District. 

What are we doing now for this city ? Weare 
engage dinane xpenditure of $3,000,000 to supply 
it with water; and no doubt the final cost will be 
$5,000,000. We have spent.a large sum of money 
in ‘the extension of the Capitol; . whic h will cost 
more than five millions of dollars. Sir, this Cap- 
itol now is large enough forall constitutional — 
lation, and to that we ought to confine ourselves 
We were in such hot haste to spend the people’s 
money in the city of Washington that we could 
not wait until the wings of the ¢ ‘apitol were ex- 
tended, before we provided an appropriation to 
construct a new dome on it, contrary to just ; 
architectural taste. How much is it to cost? 
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Anuslians to a recent estimate which l have 
heard, it will cost at least $500,000. 

Mr. BROWN. It will cost twice that sum. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I am told it will cost twice 
that amount, andl suppose it will be so. Notonly 
did we agree to build this dome before compleung 
the building, but we actually did it without the 
advice or recommendation of the officers having 
charge of the work of the Capitol extension. We 
have appropriated hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars to extend the Post Office and Treasury build- 
ings; and, in the course of a year or two, we shall 
be called on to spend $3,000,000 or $4,000,000 to 
build a new building for the War and Navy 
Departments. ‘These demands on the pub lic 
Tre asury—the pe ople *s mone Vv —for purposes of 
expenditure in the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown, are shameful; and the manner in 
which our money is poured out to these people is 
shameless. 

Mr. President, if all these bridges were taken 
down to-morrow, I would not vote a dollar to re- 
construct them. Gentlemen seem to have forgat- 
ten one convenient way of crossing large streams 
of water without interfering with navigation. 

team power can be called into re quisition; ou am- 
se ferries can be established. The peopl le of 
Ne w York and Phil idel iphas \ pursue thate ourse. 
Why can it not be done here? The citizens of 
Maryland and Virginia obtained a southern lo- 


cation for the capital of the United States. At 
their request, the seat of Government was fixed 
here. ‘lhe citizens residing in Washington and 


its vicinity derive large advantages from the loca- 
tion of the capital here; and we to spend 
$6,000,000 a year in this city besides? | think 
we are spe nding $5,000,000 now. 

These bridges over the eastern branch of the 
Potomac were purchased on speculation from a 
private corporation, and thea | had almost said 
the measure was lobbied throurh Congress. They 
were sold to the Government of the United States 
by a private corporation, for $30,000, and now 


are 


we are asked for several thousand dollars more 
to keep them in repair. If those who use them 
cannot keep them in repair, after we have pur- 


chased and paid for the bridges, | think they had 
better not pass over them. 

It seems to me that the facts which I have 
stated will justify members in voting against both 
these amendments. Let these bridges go dewn, 
and let private enterprise establish steam ferries. 
That is the proper course 

Mr. BROWN. Lrise simply to protest against 
one of the conclusions of my friend from Penn- 
sylvania. He thinks that the of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are to be he id responsible for 
the appropriations which Congress makes to be 
expended within the District; and he cites the 
expenditure fer the dome to the Capitol, which I 
understand is to cost us 


pe ople 


$1,000,000, and perhaps 


more. I am in favor of shingling the place 
over, and letting it stand; but what interest have 
the great mass of the people of this District in 


your putting a dome to the Capitol? It is true 
you make large ay ppropri ations to be e xpende a 
here; but 1 know of no advantage, except a mere 
int ide »ntal one, which the the District 
derive from those appropriations. ‘They are for 
works belonging tothe Government. You make 
them on no petition, on no application, on no 
appeal from the people of the District of Colum- 
bia; you make them at your own will; and yet 
Senators say thatall this is to be charged against 
District. Why, sir, if my friend trom Penn- 
sylvania has his large and stately mansion in the 
neirhborhood of my humble cottage, and thinks 
proper to put ¢ a dome on it, is that any concern 
of mine? Am I to ime for it? If you have 
this magnificent Capitol standing in the veniden of 
the people of Washington, and you appropriate 
$1,000,000 of your money to put 
a dome upon it, are the people living under 
its shelter to blame for it?) They have sent no 
petition, they have made no appeal, they have 
not asked youtodoit. I dare say, if you were to 
consult them, the y would say they did not care 
a button whether you le ft the old dome standing 
or built a new one. I feel that it is but just to the 
people of the District of Columbia that is charge 
should not go out without denial that they are in 
any way accountable for moncy expended in this 
|| District for Government purposes. 
Mr. HALE. I desire to express the great grat- 


pe ople of 


the 


’ 
constituents 
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ification which I feel at the lecture on economy 
which we have received from the honorable Sen- | 


ator from Pennsylvania. It rejoiced my heart to 
hear it. 1 hope that the salutary impressions 
which we all received from it will be manifest in 


our votes on the proposition of the Secretary of | 


War to appropriate $3,000,000 to repair old guns 
that are not worth a cent now, and will be worth 
less when they are repaired. (Laughter.|] [| 
should have been pleased if the Senator from 
Pennsylvania had opened his batteries a little 
sooner. I should have been gratified to hear his 
lecture on economy when we had before us a bill 
to provide for building ten new sloops of war for 
our Navy officers to yacht about the Mediter- 
ranean in, which are to cost us $5,000,000 to begin 
with, and $2,000,000 annually to keep them afloat 
afterwards, 
that time. 
served for an appropriation for a bridge, or for 
bringing water into the city of Washington. Now, 
sir, 1 vote for bridges and water-works, and things 
of that sort, and | go against steamships and 
$3,000,000 to repair old guns. 

Mr. BROWN. You like Sharpe *s rifles better. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; I prefer Sharpe’s rifles. 
[Laughter.] Again, the Senator from Pennsyl- | 
vania has referred to the Capitol dome. I think 
the safest and most prudent way would have been 
to begin at the bottom and tear away this old 
building before putting a new dome on it; but I 
leave that puint. 

Now, let me say a wordaboutthe Long Bridge. 
It has been a theme of contest ever since | have 
known anything about the Senate. A part of it 
was once carried away by the ice, while I had the 
honor of being a adel this body; and I wish | 
to call one fact to mind of the Senate, for it may 
have some influence on the vote. Several citizens | 
of Georgetown, | think the Mayor among the | 
number, came to me and made some representation | 
about the injury which the bridge was doing to | 
Georgetown. L uniformly voted against repairing 
the bridge upon that ground; and while I was on | 
the floor giving my impressions as well as I could | 
to the Senate, showing that this bridge was a 
nuisance, and was doing great injury to George- 


other side of the body asked permission to inter- | 
rupt me, and stated that the citizens of George- 
town, had consented to withdraw their opposition 


| 
| 
| 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell 
| of Tennessee, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, 
Clayton, Durkee, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, 
| Foot, Poster,Geyer, Harlan, Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, Seward, 
| Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Thomson of New Jersey, Toucey, 





| Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—30. 
| So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
| 


jected. 
The question recurred on the original amend- 
ment of Mr. Prarr. 


Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out the whole 


‘|| amendment, and to insert in lieu of it the follow- 


I think it would have done good at | 
I am sorry that the lesson was re- | 


and let the appropriation be made to repair the | 


bridge. My speech was cut off in the middle, 
and the appropriation was passed with the con- 
sent, as it was stated, at that time, of the corporate 
authorities of the city of Georgetown. The bridge | 
then was in amuch worse situation than it is now. | 
Some hundreds of feet were entirely gone, and | 
then, if ever, was the time to make a successful | 
opposition to the further continuance of the 
bridge; but at that time, when it was an open 
question—open ina double sense—open by the ice 
making an opening in the middle of the bridge 
of some iasadidadia of feet, and we had a fair op- 
portunity before us, (if lam not exceedingly mis- 
taken, and I do not think I can be, for my memory 
is very distinct on the point,) the citizens of 
Georgetown withdrew their opposition, and con- 
sented that the bridge should be repaired. The 
ee was voted, and it was repaired. | 
had uniformly up to that time voted against 
the bridge, and my feelings and sympathies were | 
with the people of Georgetown until they them- | 
selves came into court, and, by their own consent, | 


withdrew their opposition, and were willing to | 


have the bridge repaired. 1 am not now going to | 


tack about again, but I shall follow where the || 


people of Georgetown led; and, as they consented 
at that time that the bridge should be repaired, | 
shall hold them to that agreement until I am bet- 
ter advised. 


The PRESIDENT. The question is on the | 


amendment of the Senator from Virginia to in- 
sert ** Potomac bridge and the’’ before the word 
“*navy-yard,’’ and to strike out * $5,000,”’ and | 
insert ** $11,000;"? so as to make the amendment | 


of the Senator from Maryland read: | 
* For the repair of the Potomac bridge, and the navy-yard 
| 


and upper bridges of the Eastern Branch, $11,000.” 


The question being taken by yeas and nays 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Biggs, Dodge, Hale, Hamlin, 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Reid, 
Rusk, Weller, aud Yulee—14. 





| 


ing: 

That the right and title of the United States in and to 
the Potomac bridge, and the navy-yard and upper bridges 
of the Eastern Branch, be, and the same is hereby, relin- 
quished to the corporation of the city of Washington. 

The Senator from Maryland did not pretend 
that the appropriation proposed by him was a 
deficiency; but he asked for its insertion in the 
deficiency bill, because those who were inter- 
ested in these bridges had no right to make the 
necessary repairs on account of the title being 
vested in the Government. Now, I propose to 
relinquish to the city of Washington the whole 
concern, without money and without price, and 
letthem keep up the bridges or let them go down 
as they think proper. Llask for the yeas and 
nays on my proposition. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. In the form in which my col- 


league presents his amendment, | cannot support 


| it. He proposes to relinquish the Potomac bridge 


| to the city of Washington. 


If that is done, we 
must see at once that the very thing against which 
the Senate has voted will be carried out; for the 
city of Washington will keep up the bridge. If 
he will strike out that portion of it in reference 
to that particular bridge, and confine it to the 
bridges on the Eastern Branch, I do not know 
that I shall object to the amendment; but I can- 
not vote for it in its present form. 

Mr. STUART. voted against the amend- 
ment to embrace the Long Bridge, and I intend 
to vote for the amendment to repair the others. 
I have listened with a good deal of attention to 
what has been said, and there seems to be a very 


|| great difference of opinion in respect to continu- 
town, and ought not to stand, some member onthe || 


ing the Long Bridge at all. From all the tight I 
have been able to obtain on the subject, [ confess 


|| the inclinations of my mind are strongly against 


it, and for that reason and that alone I voted 
against the amendment to repair it at this time. 
But, sir, | have heard no such objection in refer- 
ence to the bridges over the Eastern Branch. No 
one has insisted that they ought not to be main- 
tained by somebody; and { ask, if the owners of 
a bridge are not to keep it in repair, and if they 
are notunder a solemn obligation to the public gen- 
erally to keep it in traveling repair? Phat is the 
only proposiuion now before the Senate. Here 
is a small appropriation rendered necessary to 
keep the bridges over the Eastern Branch in re- 
vair. What is said against it? Why, that we 
head expended alarge amount of money in bringing 
water into the city; that we have expended another 
large amount of money in extending the Capitol; 
and that we are going to expend another large 
amount of money in putting a dome upon this 
building! Well, sir, [ ask, why not? ‘The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania seems to suppose that 
this is for a two-fold purpose; in the first place, to 
benefit the District of Columbia; and in the next 
place, to benefit Maryland and Virginia. Now, 
sir, I understand it to be a simple question, of 
whether the Government of the United States, 
owning property and having the means, shall treat 
that property as a discreet individual would treat 


| his own property under similar circumstances? 


Does anybody. object to the extension of the 
Capitol? The Senator from Pennsylvania says 
it is large enough already for all constitutional 
legislation. I had supposed that constitutional 
legislation required as large a building as uncon- 
stitutional legislation. I never heard of an argu- 
ment before that measured the building by the 
character of the legislation which was to be had 
in it. | supposed that it depended upon the num- 
ber of legislators to be accommodated. Why, 
then, should not these things be done? Why 
should not the dome be constructed? If it were 





a mere matter of ornament alone, the expenditure 
should be made. 

Mr. BROWN. How much? 

Mr.STUART. Lanswer the Senator, as much 


| as is necessary to accomplish the object. 








If it; 
_ worth while to have a building like the Ca aa 
the United States, it is worth while to have it 
according to received architecture, and not have a 
building that looks in the distance like anythin 
but a Capitol. The whole proportion and archj. 
tectural beauty of this builline is destroyed, in 
_ the opinion of everybody, by the character of the 
_ dome which ar surmounted it. Now, | 
/ say that an individual owning this property, and 
| having the means, would remedy that evil. 

I submit, too, that an individual owning these 
bridges would be bound to keep them in repair, 
| It is not a question of original purchase. hen 
| 1 was a member of the House of Representatives, 
| at the time when these bridges were purchased, | 
| opposed the measure. I thought the Government 
| of the United States ought not to purchase them; 
but that is a bygone question. The bridges 
_have been purchased; and if injury is sustained 
_by individuals in crossing them, are not the 


|| United States morally, if not legally, responsible 


_to make that injury good? A company and mu- 
| nicipal authorities owning these bridges would be 
responsible, and the same rule ought to apply to 
the Government of the United States. 

Now, it is proposed to turn them over to the 
corporation of Washington, and make them a 
gift. L am not prepared to say that a matured 
proposition of that sort, with a previous under- 
standing that the corporation would accept the 
gift,and take care of the property, might not be 
advisable. The inclination of my mind would 
be to support such a proposition as that, properly 
matured, and properly understood by the contract- 
ing parties on both sides. But suppose the cor- 
— refuses to take the donation, as I appre- 

end they unquestionably would, then how stand 
the structures? Are they inrepair? Is the Goy- 
ernment released from its liability? It will be no 
answer to say that the Government of the United 
States cannot be prosecuted for such an injury. 
The obligation is so much stronger not to incur 
the responsibility. If thisGovernmentis morally 
liable to do what another body would be legally 
bound to do, I repeat the obligation is much 
stronger to do it than if they could be by law 
compelled to do it. 

I see, therefore, no reason why this question 
should be discussed here at length, and thus spend 
two hundred times the money that it would cost to 
repair the bridges, when it is as plain to my mind 
as A BC that the Government 1s morally bound 
to keep them in repair as long as the Government 
is their owner. shall vote against the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
| Apams,] because I have no evidence before me 
that the city would accept the donation, 

Mr. ADAMS. As there is some difference of 
opinion in regard to the Long Bridge, and as my 
amendment embraces that, | will strike it out, and 
let the amendment relate only to the other bridges, 
about which there is no difference of opinion. 

In regard to the suggestion of my friend from 
Michigan, I can only say, that if we relinquish 
these bridges to the District of Columbia, and 
they refuse to accept them, we can let them go 
down and have them taken out of the way, and 
I would vote for that proposition to-morrow. If 
the people here will not keep up these bridges 
after we have purchased them for them, they 
ought to go down. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it is a great mistake 
to suppose that the District of Columbia would 
not accept this gift if made. They would — 
it very willingly; and I will tell you where the 
money would come from to keep up the Long 
| Bridge. [It would come from an interest so strong 
that I do not think they could resist it. The 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company and the 
Alexandria Railroad Company would make that 
bridge to-morrow ten times better than it is now. 
They would buy the franchise to-morrow if the 
corporation of Weahingtan had it; and they 
would be very willing to avail themselves of the 
title in the District of Columbia to make that 
bridge a permanent structure for railroad com- 
munication across the river. 

Mr. PRATT. That is stricken out. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator is talkin 
the Long Bridge, and I spoke of the 
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s. 
Mr. BUTLER. But the Long Bridge is in the 
amendment. 
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